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. Abstract

The 2000-01 North Carolina State Testing Results
Grade 3 Pretest, End-of-Grade, High School Comprehensive, and End-of Course
Multiple-Choice Tests

Background ¢ Results included in this document were generated from tests
administered statewide during the 2000-01 school year. The local
schools or school systems scanned the students’ answer sheets with
software developed by the North Carolina Department of Public
instruction. The data were sent to the North Carolina Department of
Public Instruction where it was concatenated. All summary data
reported in this report are calculated from any data that the school
systems sent to the North Carolina Department of Public Instruction by
August 2001. The data are limited to public and charter schools.

e Note: The State Board of Education approved revisions to the North
Carolina Mathematics Standard Course of Study at the May 1998
monthly meeting. Effective with the 2000-01 school year, North
Carolina mathematics tests measure the goals and objectives from the
1998 curriculum. Prior to the 2000-01 school year, the most recent
revisions of the state mathematics curriculum occurred in 1989 (grades
K-8) and 1992 (grades 9-12). Due to the 1998 revisions in the
mathematics curriculum and the revised tests, the mathematics
curriculum and the revised tests, the mathematics developmental scale
scores were revised for the grade 3 pretest and end-of-grade tests. The
revised mathematics developmental scale scores adopted by the State
Board of Education in September 2001 are used to report 2000-01
student performance in this publication. The old and revised
mathematics scales are not to be compared without using the
conversion tables published September 2001. The end-of-course
mathematics tests (Algebra I, Algebra II and Geometry) retained the
scale previously used.

® Changes in Reporting. Test information is not included in this report
this year. Information about the North Carolina Testing Program can
be found at the NCDPI/Testing website at:

www.ncpublicschools.org/accountability/testing

In addition, LEA data is not included in this report this year. Test data
by LEA can be found at the following website:

www.ncpublicschools.org/vol2/rsds

® Grade 3 Pretest. Initially implemented during the 1996-97 school
year, the North Carolina Pretest-Grade 3 is a multiple-choice reading
and mathematics test administered to students during the first three
weeks of the third grade. Scores on this test are used to measure
student growth in performance when compared to the end-of-grade test
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Grade 3 Pretest
Findings

results at the end of the third grade year in the areas of reading and
mathematics. The pretest at grade 3 measures the knowledge and
skills specified for grade 2 from the reading and mathematics goals
and objectives of the North Carolina Standard Course of Study. The
pretest was administered to approximately 102,000 students during the
first three weeks of the 2000-01 school year.

End-of-Grade Tests. Beginning in the 1992-93 school year, the North
Carolina State Board of Education authorized administration of North
Carolina-developed end-of-grade tests. These multiple-choice tests in
reading and mathematics are aligned with the competencies specified
in the North Carolina Standard Course of Study. These state-normed
curriculum-based tests were administered to approximately 590,000
students in grades 3 through 8 during the final three weeks of the
2000-01 school year.

High School Comprehensive Test. The North Carolina High School
Comprehensive Test in reading and mathematics was first
administered in 1997-98 to all students in grade 10. The multiple-
choice test assesses the English language arts and mathematics
competencies the typical student should master by the end of grade 10.
The test is used to measure student growth in achievement in reading
and mathematics since completion of grade 8. The test was
administered to more than 80,000 students in the final three weeks of
April 2001 for the purpose of school accountability.

Multiple-Choice End-of-Course Tests. End-of-course tests measure

achievement on curricular goals and objectives with an emphasis on
higher-order thinking skills. These multiple-choice tests were
administered in: Algebra I; Algebra IT; Biology; Chemistry; Economic,
Legal, and Political Systems (ELPS); English I; Geometry; Physical
Science; Physics and U. S. History to approximately 647,000 students
within the final two weeks (or the equivalent for the non-traditional
schedules) of the 2000-01 school year.

Achievement Level Il or Above. Results show that 71.1 percent of
students entering third grade scored at or above Achievement Level III
on the reading pretest while 79.2 percent scored at or above
Achievement Level IIl on the mathematics pretest. The percent of
students scoring at or above Achievement Level III on the grade 3
reading pretest in 2000-01 increased 1.3 percentage points from 1999-
00. The percent of students scoring at or above Achievement Level III
on the grade 3 mathematics pretest in 2000-01 increased 2.3
percentage points from 1999-00. The mathematics component of the
pretest was revised for the 2000-01 school year to reflect revisions in
the curriculum.

Mean Scale Scores. The grade 3 reading pretest mean scale score
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End-of-Grade Test
Findings

increased from 138.7 in 1999-2000 to 138.9 in 2000-01. The grade 3
mathematics pretest mean scale score for 2000-01 was placed on a

revised developmental scale. The revised grade 3 pretest scale runs
from 211 to 260.

Gender. A higher percentage of females than males, in their respective
ethnic categories, performed at Achievement Level III or above in the
grade 3 reading and mathematics pretests.

Ethnic’zy. Disparities in performance among subgroups were noted in
the results. In reading, the Black (58.1%), Hispanic (58.4%) and
American Indian (60.3%) subgroups had lower percentages performing
at Achievement Level IIl or above than the Multi-Racial (73.1%),
Asian (75.8%) and White (78.4%) subgroups in the data. In
mathematics, the Black (65.2%), American Indian (68.3%), and
Hispanic (72.0%) subgroups had lower percentages performing at
Achievement Level III or above than the Multi-Racial (80.1%), Asian
(85.5%), and White (86.5%) subgroups. In comparison to 1999-00, all
subgroups have higher percentages of students performing at
Achievement Level III or above in reading and mathematics in 2000-
01.

Achievement Level IIl or Above. Data from 2000-01 indicate the
percentage of students in grades 3-8 performing at Achievement Level
Il and above in both reading and mathematics continues to grow,
from 53.0 percent in 1992-93 to 71.7 percent in 2000-01.

Mean Scale Scores. In these data, mean scale scores for reading
increased at least slightly from 1999-00 to 2000-01 at every grade
level except grade 7. Mean scale scores for mathematics increased at
every grade level. On average, student performance increased on end-
of-grade testing every year. The developmental scale for mathematics
was revised effective with the 2000-01 school year to a scale of 218 to
310 across grades 3 through 8.

Gender. In 2000-01, a higher percentage of females (74.3%) than
males (69.1%) scored at or above Achievement Level III in both
reading and mathematics in grades 3-8 combined. Although the
number of females and males performing at Achievement Level II
continues to rise across the years, the performance of females
consistently exceeds that of males.

Ethnicity. Disparities in performance were present among the ethnic
subgroups in 2000-01. The Black (52.0%), Hispanic (58.7%) and
American Indian (60.0%) subgroups had lower percentages performing
at Achievement Level III or above in both reading and mathematics in
grades 3-8 combined than the Multi-Racial (74.7%), Asian (78.6%)
and White (82.0%) subgroups in these data. Each subgroup, however,



High School
Comprehensive
Test Findings

had a higher percentage of students scoring at Achievement Level III
or above than in 1999-00.

Students with Limited English Proficiency. In grades 3-8 combined,
40.1 percent of students identified as limited English proficient scored
at Achievement Level IIl or above in reading and mathematics in
2000-01 in comparison to 35.2 percent in 1999-00.

Students with Disabilities. At grades 3-8 combined, 37.0 percent of
students with disabilities performed at or above Achievement Level III
in reading and mathematics. In 1999-00, 33.0 percent of students with
disabilities met this standard.

Title I and Migrant. In grades 3-8 combined, 63.6 percent of students
who performed at Achievement Level III or above in both reading and
mathematics are in a Schoolwide Title I program. For those receiving
services in a Migrant program, 54.0 percent of students in grades 3-8
performed at Achievement Level IIl or above in both reading and
mathematics.

Achievement Level III or Above. The results show that 61.6 percent of
students taking the high school comprehensive test scored at or above
Achievement Level Il in reading while 66.8 percent scored at or
above Achievement Level III in mathematics. The percent of students
scoring at or above Achievement Level IIl on the high school
comprehensive test in reading in 2000-01 slightly decreased by 0.1
percentage points from 1999-00. The percent of students scoring at or
above Achievement Level III on the high school comprehensive test in
mathematics in 2000-01 increased 2.1 percentage points from 1999-
00.

Mean Scale Scores. The high school comprehensive mean scale score
in reading remained the same at 164.9 in both 1999-00 and 2000-01.
The high school comprehensive mean scale score in mathematics
increased from 177.5 in 1999-00 to 178.4 in 2000-01.

Gender. A higher percentage of females than males, in their respective
ethnic categories, performed at Achievement Level I or above in
reading and mathematics in these data. The percent of females at or
above Achievement Level Il in reading remained at 66.8 in 2000-01.
The percent of males at or above Achievement Level IIl in reading
slightly decreased from 56.6 in 1999-00 to 56.3 in 2000-01. The
percent of females at or above Achievement Level III in mathematics
increased from 66.2 in 1999-00 to 68.3 in 2000-01. The percent of
males at or above Achievement Level IIl in mathematics increased
from 63.1 in 1999-00 to 65.2 in 2000-01.

Ethnicity. Disparities in performance among the ethnic subgroups
were noted in the results. In reading, the Black (40.0%), American
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End-of-Course
Test Findings

Indian (43.9%) and Hispanic (47.9%) subgroups had lower
percentages performing at or above Achievement Level III than the
Asian (63.4%), Multi-Racial (66.3%) and White (71.2%) subgroups.
In mathematics, the Black (44.2%), American Indian (52.8%) and
Hispanic (54.6%) subgroups had lower percentages performing at or
above Achievement Level III than the Multi-Racial (68.2%), White
(76.4%) and Asian (76.5%) subgroups in these data. In comparison to
1999-00, the performance of all subgroups increased with the
exception of the Hispanic, Multi-Racial and White subgroups’
performance in reading. All ethnic subgroups had an increase in
performance in mathematics.

Students with Limited English Proficiency. These results show that 0.9

percent of all students taking the high school comprehensive test were
identified as limited English proficiency in 2000-01 as compared to
0.8 percent in 1999-00. The approximate percent of exclusions from
taking the test, 1.2 percent, did not change from 1999-00.
Approximately 21.8 percent of students identified as limited English
proficient in 2000-01 scored at or above Achievement Level II
reading, which was a decrease of 2.8 percent from 1999-00.
Approximately 38.6 percent of these students scored at or above
Achievement Level IIl in mathematics, a decrease of 2.1 percent from
1999-00.

Students with Disabilities. In 2000-01, 21.4 percent of students with
disabilities performed at or above Achievement Level I in reading as
compared to 21.3 percent in 1999-00. There was also an increase in the
percent of students with disabilities who met this standard for
mathematics from 26.2 percent in 1999-00 to 27.3 percent in 2000-01.

Title I and Migrant. Among the students participating in a Schoolwide
Title I program, 37.7 percent performed at Achievement Level III or
above in reading and 39.9 performed at Achievement Level III or
above in mathematics. For those students receiving services in a
Migrant program, 32.3 percent performed at Achievement Level III or
above in reading and 40.9 percent performed at Achievement Level III
or above in mathematics.

The statewide administration of end-of-course tests in the areas of
Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics was
mandated for the 1998-99 and 1999-00 school years, however,
comparisons across years (for the 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98
school years) are not available. During those years the tests in Algebra
I, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were used as a
local (LEA) option.

Achievement Level III or Above. From 1999-00 to 2000-01, student
performance at or above Achievement Level III increased in nine of
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the ten end-of-course tests. The comparison of results from 1999-00
to 2000-01 is as follows: Algebra I increased from 68.9% to 76.0%;
Algebra II increased from 62.7% to 73.0%; Biology increased from
57.6% to 61.0%; Chemistry increased from 62.0% to 65.5%;
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems increased from 67.3% to
70.0%; English I slightly decreased from 68.4% to 68.3%; Geometry
increased from 60.0% to 63.9%; Physical Science increased from
57.1% to 59.9%; Physics increased from 72.9% to 74.4% and U.S.
History increased from 46.9% to 50.5%.

Mean Scale Scores. The 2000-01 end-of-course mean scale scores are:
Algebra I (61.1); Algebra II (63.8); Biology (56.8); Chemistry (58.9);
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (55.7); English I (55.4);
Geometry (59.8); Physical Science (55.5); Physics (57.0) and U.S.
History (56.6). All mean scale scores increased from 1999-00 to
2000-01 with the exception of English I which remained the same as
in 1999-00 at 55.4 and Physics which had a slight decrease from 57.1
in 1999-00 to 57.0 in 2000-01.

Gender. A higher percentage of females than males performed at
Achievement Level III or above on the end-of-course tests on Algebra
I and English I in these data. More males than females scored at or
above Achievement Level II on the Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry;
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; Geometry; Physical Science;
Physics and U.S. History end-of-course tests. Percent at or above
Achievement Level III performance on end-of-course tests are as
follows: Algebra I (male, 74.7%; female, 77.3%); Algebra II (male
73.5%; female, 72.5%); Biology (male 62.7%; female, 59.2%);
Chemistry (male, 68.8%; female, 62.8%); Economic, Legal, and
Political Systems; (male, 71.0%; female 69.1%); English I (male,
63.5%; female, 73.2%); Geometry (male, 67.8%; female, 60.6%);
Physical Science (male, 62.3%; female, 57.5%); Physics (male, 80.3%;
female, 67.1%); U.S. History (male, 54.5%; female, 46.7%).

Ethnicity. The trend showing disparities in performance among the
ethnic subgroups continued in 2000-01. However, all subgroups had
an increase in performance from 1999-00 to 2000-01 in all EOC
subjects with the exception of English I, Geometry and Physics.
Percent at or above Achievement Level III performance on end-of-
course tests are as follows: Algebra I (American Indian, 67.6%; Asian,
82.5%; Black, 57.1%; Hispanic, 70.0%; Multi-Racial, 76.0%; and
White, 84.6%); Algebra II (American Indian, 55.6%; Asian, 82.2%;
Black, 52.5%; Hispanic, 67.7%; Multi-Racial, 74.5%; and White,
79.6%); Biology (American Indian, 46.3%; Asian, 63.7%; Black,
34.9%; Hispanic, 47.2%; Multi-Racial, 68.1%; and White, 73.1%);
Chemistry (American Indian, 44.6%; Asian, 68.8%; Black, 41.8%;
Hispanic, 57.8%; Multi-Racial, 69.8%; and White, 72.4%); Economic,
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Legal, and Political Systems (American Indian, 54.5%; Asian, 70.5%;
Black, 48.9%; Hispanic, 56.6%; Multi-Racial, 71.3%; and White,
80.0%); English I (American Indian, 50.8%; Asian, 72.0%; Black,
49.0%; Hispanic, 52.6%; Multi-Racial, 69.3%; and White, 78.0%);
Geometry (American Indian, 45.4%; Asian, 71.6%; Black, 34.6%;
Hispanic, 50.3%; Multi-Racial, 64.6%; and White, 75.0%); Physical
Science (American Indian, 40.5%; Asian, 65.0%; Black, 37.1%;
Hispanic, 44.3%; Multi-Racial, 61.5%; and White, 72.0%); Physics
(American Indian, 46.3%; Asian, 78.8%; Black, 43.9%; Hispanic,
64.0%; Multi-Raciai, 78.4%; and White, 79.8%); and U.S. History
(American Indian, 34.7%; Asian, 56.2%; Black, 28.4%; Hispanic,
40.7%; Multi-Racial, 54.5%; and White, 59.8%).

Students with Limited English Proficiency. Among students meeting
the limited English proficiency requirement in 2000-01, the highest
average performance was in Algebra II, with 69.4 percent scoring at
Achievement Level III or above. Performance on the other end-of-
course tests are as follows: Algebra I (61.3%); Physics (54.1%);
Geometry (44.5%); Chemistry (46.0%); Economic, Legal, and
Political Systems (29.1%); English I (28.8%); Physical Science
(26.5%); Biology (21.8%) and U.S. History (19.1%). The percent of
students classified as limited English proficient on end-of-course tests
:in 2000-01 ranged from 0.3 percent in Chemistry and Physics, to 1.0
percent in English 1.

Students with Disabilities. The results show that students with
disabilities had an increase in performance from 1999-00 to 2000-01
in all end-of-course tests with the exception of English I. The
comparison of percent of students with disabilities at or above
Achievement Level III from 1999-00 to 2000-01 is as follows: Algebra
I increased from 37.9% to 47.6%; Algebra II increased from 49.0% to -
62.4%; Biology increased from 26.3% to 31.4%; Chemistry increased
from 51.8% to 58.3%; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems
increased from 33.2% to 36.7%; English I slightly decreased from
26.2% to 25.9%; Geometry increased from 44.6% to 48.1%; Physical
Science increased from 30.0% to 31.4%; Physics increased from
70.4% to 74.6% and U.S. History increased from 21.1% to 24.4%.

Title 1. Among the students participating in a Schoolwide Title I
program, a higher percentage of students scored at or above
Achievement Level Il in Algebra I (67.7%); Physics (46.6%) and
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (46.5%) than in Algebra II
(42.1%), English I (43.8%), Chemistry (35.7%), Physical Science
(33.0%) and Biology (27.2%). Students enrolled in U.S. History
(24.2%) and Geometry (23.5%) had the lowest percentages at or above
Achievement Level II.
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Migrant. These data show that of the students receiving services in a
Migrant program, a higher percentage of these students scored at or
above Achievement Level IIl in Algebra I (75.7%) and Economic,
Legal, and Political Systems (52.9%). Performance in the other
reported end-of-course subjects are as follows: Physical Science
(47.8%), Geometry (43.3%), English I (38.0%), Biology (36.4%) and
U.S. History (13.9%). Algebra II, Chemistry and Physics cannot be
reported because fewer than thirty students were included.
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INTRODUCTION

The 2000-01 North Carolina State Testing Results document provides
information on student performance at the state, regional and school system levels on the
following multiple-choice tests administered as components of the 2000-01 North
Carolina Testing Program: grade 3 pretest (reading and mathematics), end-of-grade tests
(grades 3-8 in reading and mathematics) high school comprehensive test (grade 10 in
reading and mathematics), and end-of-course tests (high school subjects). The figures
and tables in this document were generated using student test data from the grade 3
pretest fall 2000 test administration; the end-of-grade spring 2001 test administration; the
high school comprehensive spring 2001 test administration; and the end-of-course
summer 2000, fall 2000 and spring 2001 test administrations. These test data were
generated from raw data files provided by each local education agency (LEA), including
charter schools. Some minor duplication for end-of-course test data can occur when
students re-take courses and, therefore, are required to re-take the test. Test data were
reconciled with school systems’ test data through August 2001, the cutoff for the 2000-01
school year reporting.

The general focus of the 2000-01 State Testing Results is on student performance
on multiple-choice tests administered during the 2000-01 school year. However, many
data are reported across years in order to show gains and trends in student performance.
Student absolute performance and growth are the key components of the State Board of
Education’s ABCs of Public Education school-level accountability program. School-
level accountability results are found in the State Report Card, which is published
annually.

State- and system-level results contained within this document may be used to
make grade-to-grade, subject-to-subject and year-to-year comparisons. In addition,
comparisons of developmental scale scores of cohort groups as they move through grades
3-8 in reading and mathematics can be made. A variety of statistical descriptions, test
scores and formats have been used to present the aggregate student data. Mean scale
scores; the percent of students identified at the four achievement levels; the percent of
students identified as Achievement Level III or above on the grade 3 pretest, end-of-
grade tests in grades 3-8, the high school comprehensive test, and end-of-course tests are
also presented. Information in this document may be used as a reference for educational
stakeholders interested in making comparisons, conducting analyses and generating
Teports.

In addition to the summary statistics, this document contains disaggregated test
results for subgroups for the multiple-choice grade 3 pretest, end-of-grade tests, high
school comprehensive test and end-of-course tests. The state-level goal summary reports
serve as a curriculum reference of student performance on the curriculum goals across
grades and subjects. These results represent average student performance on the
curriculum competencies defined in the North Carolina Standard Course of Study. The
frequency distributions provide state-level summary statistics for 2000-01.



End-of-course testing began as a part of the North Carolina Testing Program in
1985-86 with the first administration of the Algebra I'test. Other high school subject tests
were added over time until 1994-95 when the program included eleven tests: Algebra I;
Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (ELPS); English
I; English IT; Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History. In 1995-96, under
the 'ABCs plan, end-of-course tests were reduced to include Algebra I; Biology;
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (ELPS); English I and U.S. History. For the
2000-01 school year, the following ten end-of-course tests were mandated: Algebra I;
Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I;
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History.

End-of-grade testing was implemented initially in 1992-93 when more
challenging assessment strategies replaced the California Achievement Tests (1978-92).
During the 2000-01 school year, end-of-grade tests. administered as a component of the
statewide accountability program included reading and mathematics multiple-choice tests
in grades 3 through 8. The administration of the North Carolina Grade 3 Pretest began in
1996-97. The High School Comprehensive Test of reading and mathematics began as a
part of the North Carolina Testing Program in 1997-98.

The purpose of this publication is to provide a longitudinal, comprehensive
compendium of test results from grade 3 pretest, end-of-grade tests in grades 3-8, high
school comprehensive test in grade 10 and end-of-course multiple-choice tests from
1992-93 to 2000-01 with a focus on reports of the 2000-01 school year performance. As
the public schools of North Carolina continue to implement the ABCs of public
education, the State Testing Results documents student performance and provides the
reader an opportunity to develop an overall perspective on absolute student achievement
in North Carolina.
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Intro. Figure 1. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading
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Intro. Figure 2. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics
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Intro. Figure 3. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading
Across All Grades (3-8)
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Intro. Figure 4. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics
Across All Grades (3-8)
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Intro. Figure 5. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level Il _
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Intro. Figure 6. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
100+ Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics
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Intro. Figure 7. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics
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Intro. Figure 8. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics
Grades 3-8, for Black and White Students
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Intro. Figure 13. 1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive
Multiple-Choice Test Results ,
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Readin
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Intro. Figure 14. 1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive
Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses*
(Algebra I; Algebra IT; Biology; Chemistry; Economics, Legal, & Political Systems;
English I; Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History)
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N=82,577 N=85,411 N=65,725
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Notes: * Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra II. Chemistry. Geometry. Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide:; data for these
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98,
**Level Il and Level IIVIV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are pot the sum of each percent.
Q . Due to rounding, data for sorne courses may not add to 100%.
E MC Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures,
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. P
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses*
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems;
English I; Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued)
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20

N=78,804 N=77,348 N=88,307 N=68,341

. Level I - Level IT Level III D Level IV

Notes: *Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra 11, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98.
**Level I and IIV/IV percents are calculated based on actual N<counts and are not the sum of each percent. Data for 1996-97 Algebra and Biology reflect changes made after publication of the 1996-97
Report Card. Due to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 1 00%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures,
Prenared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Tesing Section.
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses*
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; English I;
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued)
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Notes: * gmmngunhe 1998-99 school year Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide: data for these
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98.
**Level Vﬂandh:ve 1 I/IV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent.
Due to rounding, data for some courses may pot add to 100%.
Dara received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not ing udedml.hcsefgum
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses*
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; English I;
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued)
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Notes: * Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra I, Chemistry, G y, Physical Sci and Physics were mandated statewide: data for these
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98,
**Level VIl and Level IIVIV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent.
Deue to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 100%.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures.
l: m C Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses*
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; English I;
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued)
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Notes: * Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra 11, Chemisiry, Geometry, Physical Sscience and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98.
**Level V11 and Level II/IV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are pot the sum of each percent.

Due to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 100%.
Q Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these fi
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[

8




Intro. Figure 16. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level 111
by Course**
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Intro. Figure 17. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III Across the Five Core Courses**

(Algebra I; Biology; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History)
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Notes: *Data for 1996-97 Algebra I and Biology reflect changes made after publication of the 1996-97 Report Card.
**As of 1998-99, five additional courses were mandated. Since there are no data available from 1994-95 through 1997-98 for these five they are not included in this figure.
The inclusion of Black and White ethnic groups in this figure reflects their status as the largest ethnic groups in the state.
Ncounsequnlthen\nnberofsmdemsAtorAboveI‘velmacmssthe_ﬁve for 2000-01; previous years are

Y Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are pot included in these figures.
]: \l- C Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 1. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results

100+ Percent of Students At or Above Level Il in Reading
by Ethnicity .
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Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 3. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Reading and Mathematics

100 by Ethnicity
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Figure 4. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Resul
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Readmg
Gender and Ethnicity

e _////////////////////////////////// ////
American mz.::m;’///////////////////////////////////% Lo
*“mzz:::*_//////////////////////////////
"L‘L‘i‘:f°_////////////////////////////////s

DN

: Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in t.his ﬁgure.
pared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

ERIC | 3 54



N=28,937

Not Data dfroLE

EKC

ared y the NCDP D1v1

Figure 5. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Mathema
nder and Ethnicity

NEININEIN
TOLIL

merican T e e_%///////////////////////////////////////%m

eeeeeeeeee

and. hart schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.
of Accountabihty Services/Testing Section.



Figure 6. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading
by Gender and Ethnicity
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Notes: Achievement levels for each ethnic category may not add to 100% duc t rounding.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.
Prepared by the NCDPI Djvision of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 7. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics
by Gender and Ethnicity
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Table 4. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

Percent Ator  Percent At or Average Average
Number Above Level III Above Level IIl  Scale Score  Scale Score
Category Tested Percent** Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics***
All Students 102,200 100.0 71.1 79.2 138.9 236.1
Not Exceptional 87,312 85.7 73.1 80.3 1309 236.1
Academically Gifted 4,304 42 98.5 99.3 149.3 246.4
Students with Disabilities 10,247 10.1 434 61.5 ‘ 1334 232.1
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicapped 563 0.6 36.1 54.1 132.2 230.5
Hearing Impaired 135 .01 55.6 62.1 134.8 2319
Educable Mentally Handicapped 905 0.9 18.8 17.0 129.3 2244
Specific Learning Disabled 4,602 45 354 64.5 132.1 232.4
Speech-Language Impaired 2,819 2.8 64.5 73.0 137.1 234.7
Visually Impaired 54 0.1 50.0 72.2 134.9 233.8
Other Health Impaired 970 1.0 434 61.4 133.1 2315
Orthopedically Impaired 60 0.1 60.0 59.0 135.5 230.5
Traumatic Brain Injured 15 0.0 * * * *
Autistic 109 0.1 50.5 57.1 1343 231.7
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 * * * *
Multihandicapped 13 0.0 * * * *
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 * * * *
Section 504 410 04 58.5 71.8 135.9 233.7
Limited English Proficient 2,150 2.1 46.2 65.9 1333 232.0
Not Served by Titlel 57,285 56.1 76.4 843 140.3 237.6
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 40,741 399 65.2 73.2 137.2 234.3
Targeted Assistance 3,425 34 557 66.2 135.5 2329
Migrant 859 0.8 55.2 66.2 135.0 232.8

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
**Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Deaf-Blind" is based on the sum of the students in those categories.
Percent for "Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.

"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities" do not sum to "All Students" because some answer sheets did not
indicate whether or not students were classified as exceptional. The "All Students" and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for
COmparison purposes.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
@ **The adjusted achievement level ranges for mathematics gerierated in Septerqbegom were used to calculate all 2001 data.
E MC Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.)
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Table 5. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations

Percent Ator PercentAtor Average Average
Number Above Level III Above Level II} Scale Score  Scale Score
Category Tested Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics***
All Students 102,200 100.0 71.1 79.2 138.9 236.1
Braille Edition 5 00 : * * * *
Large Print 63 03 50.8 66.7 135.2 233.3
Assistive Technology 34 01 324 629 - 131.8 231.0
Cranmer Abacus 4 00 * * T ¥ _ *
Dictation to Scribe 120 05 30.8 553 1311 231.0
Interpreter Signs Test** 22 01 * * * *
Magnification Devices 16 0.1 * * * *
Student Marks in Test Book 4,072 170 36.1 62.8 132.1 232.0
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 5441 228 304 632 131.2 232.0
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 4 00 * * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 3 00 * * * *
Multiple Test Sessions ' 1,710 72 339 60.0 131.8 231.7
Scheduled Extended Time 6,186 259 36.1 629 132.0 232.0
Testing in a Separate Room 6,142  25.7 355 62.0 132.0 231.8
English/Native Language Dictionary/ 92 04 41.3 80.4 132.7 2339

Electronic Translator

Notes: * No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
**The "Interpreter Signs Test"” and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the
administration of state tests that measure reading skills.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
***The adjusted achievement level ranges for mathematics generated in September 2001 were used to calculate all 2001 data.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 6. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Test Results
Participation of Students with Special Needs**

Reading Mathematics
Grade 3 Pretest Tested Percent Tested Percent
Statewide* 106,621 100.0 106,621 100.0
All Students with IEPs 12,398 11.6 12,398 11.6
Standard Administration 10,247 9.6 10,247 9.6
With Accommodations 6,150 5.8 6,150 5.8
Alternate Assessments
NCAAP*** 140 0.1 140 0.1
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 6 0.0 6 0.0
Hearing Impaired 4 0.0 4 0.0
Educable Mentally Disabled 31 0.0 31 0.0
Specitic Leamning Disabled 7 0.0 7 0.0
Speech-Language Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0
Visually impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0
Other Health Impaired 5 0.0 5 0.0
Orthopedically Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0
Traumatic Brain Injured 0 0.0 0 0.0
Autistic 32 0.0 32 0.0
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 38 0.0 38 0.0
Multihandicapped 15 0.0 15 0.0
Deat-Blind : 0 0.0 0 0.0
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 0 0.0
All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 436 04 436 04
Standard Administration 410 04 411 04
With Accommodations 285 03 285 0.3
Alternate Assessments
NCAAP*** 4 0.0 4 0.0
All Limited English Proficient Students** 3,007 28 3,007 2.8
Standard Administration 2,150 2.0 2,165 2.0
With Accommodations 1,107 1.0 1,107 1.0
Not Participating
First Year 536 0.5 536 0.5
Second Year 330 03 330 03

Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 grade 3 pretest answer sheets.
These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year.
**+*NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio.
Data received from LEASs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 7. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Goal Summary Report-

Developmental Score  Number of #of  Percent
Mean Observations* Items Correct**

READING (Average of Averages) 138.9 102,200 28

GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control
of communications skills development. 0

GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation,
and application of information. 70 53.2

Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information
and ideas. 31 57.6

Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts .
or generalizations. 33 50.9

Obj 2.3: Apply, extend and expand on information and

concepts. 6 426
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and
evaluation. 14 35.6
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) | 236.1 102,484 40
Math Calculator Inactive 36 63.7
.Math Calculator Active 84 59.3
GOAL 1: Identify and use numbers to less than 10,000. 45 64.6

GOAL 2: Understand and use basic geometric properties and
standard units of measurement. 42 59.2

GOAL 3: Understand classification, pattern

and seriation. 21 58.9
GOAL 4: Understand data collection, display and interpretation. 12 534
NUMBER OF D E F
STUDENTS

TAKING FORM 34,139 34,38 33,959

Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
*** Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 8. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Distribution of Scale Scores - Reading

NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 162
STUDENTS WITH 102,200
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 119
MEAN 1389 STATE SCALE
’ PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 150.51
DEVIATION 84 75 145.53
50 (MEDIAN) 138.67
VARIANCE 71.1 25 131.18
10 127.90
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE . 1996 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
162 12 102200 0.01 100.00 99
160 59 102188 0.06 99.99 99
158 443 102129 0.43 99.93 99
157 484 101686 0.47 99.50 99
156 1008 101202 0.99 99.02 99
155 1599 100194 1.56 98.04 98
154 316 98595 0.31 96.47 97
153 2306 98279 2.26 96.16 96
152 2162 95973 2.12 93.91 94
151 1856 - 93811 1.82 91.79 92
150 1658 91955 1.62 89.98 90
149 4135 90297 4.05 88.35 88
148 2651 86162 2.59 84.31 85
147 1992 83511 1.95 81.71 83
146 5004 81519 4.90 79.76 79
145 3401 76515 3.33 74.87 76
144 2057 73114 2.01 71.54 73
143 5709 71057 5.59 69.53 70
142 4142 65348 4.05 63.94 65
141 4424 61206 4.33 59.89 62
140 1932 56782 1.89 55.56 59
139 4519 54850 4.42 53.67 56
138 4611 50331 4.51 49.25 52
137 1724 45720 1.69 44.74 49
136 4605 43996 4.51 43.05 46
135 4153 39391 4.06 38.54 42
134 1986 35238 1.94 34.48 40
133 3764 33252 3.68 32.54 37
132 2108 29488 2.06 28.85 34
131 5644 27380 5.52 26.79 30
130 3679 21736 3.60 21.27 25
129 5135 18057 5.02 17.67 20
128 4502 12922 4.41 12.64 14
127 4907 8420 4.80 8.24 8
126 2008 3513 1.96 3.44 4
125 244 1505 0.24 1.47 2
124 675 1261 0.66 1.23 1
123 308 586 0.30 0.57 1
122 161 278 0.16 0.27 1
121 65 117 0.06 0.11 1
120 14 52 0.01 0.05 1
LESS THAN 120 38 38 0.04 0.04 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at Jeast one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 9. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Distribution of Scale Scores - Mathematics

NUMBER OF : HIGH SCORE 260

STUDENTS WITH 102,484

VALID SCORES* LOWSCORE 211

MEAN 236.1 STATE SCALE

PERCENTILES SCORE

STANDARD 90 246.80

DEVIATION 8.1 75 241.90
50 (MEDIAN) 235.83

VARIANCE 65.5 25 230.59
10 22533

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2000 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
260 74 102484 0.07 100.00 929
259 64 102410 0.06 99.93 929
257 270 102346 0.26 99.87 99
256 212 102076 0.21 99.60 99
255 535 101864 0.52 99.40 99
253 391 101329 0.38 98.87 99
252 944 100938 0.92 98.49 98
251 620 99994 0.60 97.57 97
250 2160 99374 2.11 96.97 96
249 1721 97214 1.68 94.86 94
248 965 95493 0.94 93.18 93
247 3263 © 94528 3.18 92.24 91
246 2374 91265 2.32 89.05 88
245 1243 88891 1.21 86.74 86
244 3967 - 87648 3.87 85.52 84
243 4180 83681 4.08 81.65 80
242 4374 79501 4.27 77.57 75
241 4506 75127 4.40 73.31 71
240 4798 70621 4.68 68.91 67
239 4846 65823 4.73 64.23 62
238 3265 60977 3.19 59.50 58
237 3214 57712 3.14 56.31 55
236 4895 54498 4.78 53.18 51
235 4860 49603 4.74 48.40 46
234 4767 44743 4.65 43.66 41
233 6085 39976 5.94 39.01 36
232 4489 33891 4.38 33.07 31
231 4161 29402 4.06 28.69 27
230 3878 25241 3.78 24.63 23
229 3662 21363 3.57 20.85 19
228 3280 17701 3.20 17.27 16
227 1964 14421 1.92 14.07 13
226 1815 12457 1.77 12.16 11
225 2373 10642 2.32 10.38 9
224 2080 8269 2.03 8.07 7
223 1260 6189 1.23 6.04 5
222 1035 4929 1.01 4.81 4
221 813 3894 0.79 3.80 3
220 1048 3081 1.02 3.01 2
219 728 2033 0.71 1.98 2
218 378 1305 0.37 1.27 1
217 399 927 0.39 0.90 1
216 204 528 0.20 0.52 1
215 128 324 0.12 0.32 1
214 83 196 0.08 0.19 1
213 32 113 0.03 0.11 1
212 29 81 0.03 0.08 1
211 52 52 0.05 0.05 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 5. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics
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Grades 3-8 Combined, by Ethnicity (continued)
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American Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial White
Indian

State

60

359,373
275,652

8,020 8,267 161,312 12,391 3,513
72,124

4,043

553,045
NLevel IILIV 366,733

N Tested

2,343

6,445

6,055

1998-99

363,775
288,048

4,951

14,746

166,403
80,745

9,063

8,096
4,504

567,226

NLevel III, IV 391,870

N Tested

3,487

8,185

6,795

1999-00

364,905
292,587

6,549
4,650

170,774 17,520
84,693

9,633

8,268

577,793

N Tested

9,929

7.435

4,656

NLevel IIL IV 404,016

2000-01"

364,912

8,051

21,685
12,738

175,357
91,140

8,369 10,289

5,023

588,824

N Tested

299,126

6,013

8,088

NLevel IIL, IV 422221

Notes: *The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum in the 2000-01 school year.

"N Level I11, IV" because ethnicity was not coded on some student answer sheets and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only.

"N Tested" and "N Level 111, IV* for ethnicity categories do not sum to the state "N Tested" and

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 9a. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics

Grade 8, by Ethnicity
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1995-96 1996-97 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01*

1994-95

1993-94

1992-93

92,924
69,114

90,509

67,887

89,968
64,487

87,476
61,746

87,018
55,277

85,451
52,292

83,229
50,947

82,178
46,549

80,004

N Tested

N Level 111, IV 43,405

Multi-Racial - White

Hispanic

Black

B i

American
Indian

- State %

T

ies in the 1998 North Carolina

the

ics tests

Notes: *The North Carolina

in the 2000-01 school year.

Results for the Multi-Racial category were not reported in 1992-93 through 1994-95, Results for the Asian and Hispanic categories were not reported.in 1992-93.

Data received from LBAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Scction.
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Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics

Cohort Comparison, Grade 3 to Grade 8
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2000-01*

1999-00

1998-99

1997-98

1996-97

1995-96

92,924
69,114

93,667
66,358

Hispanic % Multi-Racial

93,276
63,705

91,380
62,831

.

ies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 schoo! year.

91,653
57343

- State 7 7

90,470
51,903

N Tested

N Level III, IV

White

Black

American
Indian

L]

the

ics tests

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

Notes: *The North Carolina



Figure 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics
Grades 3-8, by Gender and Ethnicity
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Notes: N is the number of students at or above Level 11l in both reading and mathematics.
Date received from LEAs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this figure.
o Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results

Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics
Grade 3, by Gender and Ethnicity
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White Male
N=23,728

3%

Asian Male
N=652

oY

Hispanic Male
N=1,213

Black Female
N=7,676

State Percent

58.2%

Note: N is the number of students at or above Level III in both reading and mathematics.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.

Q y the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 29 1 O 1 EST COPY AVAELABLE




Figure 14. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics
Grade 5, by Gender and Ethnicity
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Notes: N is the number of students at or above Level III in both reading and mathematics.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 15. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and

Mathematics
Grade 8, by Gender and Ethnicity
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: N is the number of students at or above Level 1T in both reading and mathematics.
Data receive ﬁ'cmLEAsandcharm hoolsaﬁcr ugust 2001 are n mcludcdindlisﬁgum.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Servuces/Testing Section
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Figure 16. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading ©
Grades 3-8 Combined, by Gender and Ethnicity

. Level I ?ﬁ‘kﬁ[l Level I1 % Level I D Level IV

Notes: Achievement levels for each gender/ethnic category may not add to 100% due to rounding.
Data received from LEASs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 17. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics
Grades 3-8 Combined, by Gender and Ethnicity
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Notes: Achievement levels for each gender/ethnic category may not add to 100% due to rounding.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.

l: l{l{c Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
A FuiText provided by Eric
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Grade 7-8
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Gains in Mean Scale Scores - Reading
Grades 3-8

Figure 18. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 4-5

Grade 3-4
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Figure 19. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
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Gains in Mean Scale Scores - Mathematics
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that the math

e sy
the end-of-grade mathematics scale score range is 218 to 310.

Note: The bold vertical lines b

-+ received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures,
ared by the NCDPI Divison of Accountability Services/Testing Section. .
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Table 9. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students by Achievement Level

by Grade and Ethnicity
American
Indian Asian Black Hispanic |Multi-Racial ‘White
Grade | R* M+ R M R M R M R M| R M
: 3 73 53 4.1 22 9.7 8.4 9.5 49 | 54 37| 33 2.1
Achievement 4 9.7 1.6 32 04 112 26 9.7 14 | 40 09| 33 0.5
Level I 5 5.0 43 2.1 0.9 63 44 6.8 35 1 22 19 19 1.0
6 9.0 4.8 3.1 1.7 11.1 67 | 118 60 | 55 26| 33 15
7 8.8 5.1 29 1.5 9.4 67 | 107 57 | 34 28| 27 1.5
8 4.1 6.8 14 2.7 44 106 | 50 95 | 14 42} 13 2.8
3 233 259 | 147 168 | 287 374 | 255 295 | 155 212] 11.8 139
4 288 195 | 184 67 314 26| 263 160 165 105| 129 65
Achievement 5 236 179 | 110 56 245 206 | 214 154 | 108 92| 84 6.5
Level I 6 322 200 | 195 8.0 381 252 | 317 199} 218 136| 157 80
7 290 216 | 164 91 334 279 | 274 236 | 161 139] 128 95
8 215 207 | 130 98 263 261 | 237 223 ] 119 154| 83 99
3 435 480 | 382 406 | 432 435 ) 435 474 | 411 468 354 427
) 4 450 534 | 410 402 | 449 567 | 471 543 | 488 475| 420 413
Achievement 5 507 445 | 391 257 | 511 479 | 478 446 | 458 373| 391 308
Level I 6 411 496 | 385 327 | 380 494 | 389 460 | 380 427| 374 358
7 422 412 | 353 263 | 402 415 ) 384 388 | 410 377| 361 291
8 522 439 | 409 287 | 525 438 | 479 406 | 484 410| 396 334
3 259 209 | 430 403 183 107 | 214 183 | 379 283| 494 413
) 4 166 ~ 255 | 374 528 125 181 | 169 283 | 307 41.1] 418 517
Achievement 5 208 333 | 478 678 181 271 | 239 365 | 411 516| 506 61.7
Level IV 6 177 256 | 389 576 | 128 187 ) 176 281 | 347 411| 436 547
7 200 321 | 454 630 | 169 240 | 235 319 | 395 456| 484 600
8 22 286 | 447 588 167 196 | 234 276 | 383 394| 509 539
3 694 688 | 812 810 | 615 542 650 656 | 791 75.1| 849 840
4 616 789 | 784 930 | 574 748 | 640 827 | 795 886} 88 930
Percent Ator | 5 715 778 | 869 935 | 692 750 | 718 811 | 869 889] 897 925
Above Level 'l ¢ 588 752 | 774 903 508 681 | 565 742 | 727 838| 81.0 905
7 622 733 | 806 893 | 571 655 | 619 707 | 806 83.3| 845 890
8 744 725 | 856 875 | 62 634 | 713 682 | 8.7 804| 905 873
Grade 3 ‘Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8
N+ % N % N %| N % N @ N %
American Indian 1,506 15| 1,436 14| 1392 14 1341 13| 1,331 14] 1,397 1.5
Asian 1,808 1.8] 1,678 17} 1,758 1.8| 1,740 17 1,699 18| 1,626 1.7
Black 31,191 30.7| 30,080 302| 29,443  29.6] 30,131 30.1| 28455 29.4| 26985 289
Hispanic 4,537 45 3,937 39| 3,637 37| 3488 35| 3208 33| 2967 32| -
Multi-Racial 1,819 . 18 1,621 1.6] 1,386 14| 1233 12| 1,065 11| 958 1.0
White | 60757  59.8] 60937  61.1] 61994 622 62,107 62.1] 61,166 63.1} 59,346  63.6
Total 101,618 99,689 99,610 100,040 96,924 93,279

Notes: *"R" =Reading; "M" = Mathematicg
'"Percent At or Above Level III" is calculated based on actual N-counts and is not summed.
** "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
Due to rounding, some ethnicity categories in some grades may not sum to 100%.
When summed, ethnic N-counts may not match the state N-counts because an ethnic category may not have been coded on
the answer sheet, or, the choice of "Other" was coded.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 10. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students by Achievement Level

by Grade and Gender
Male Female
Grade Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics
3 73 47 40 3.7
Achievement 4 76 13 44 1.0
Level T 5 45 25 23 1.9
6 8.0 39 4.1 27
7 68 38 32 27
8 33 60 14 46
3 19.5 223 162 221
4 20.8 129 17.9 11.1
Achievement 5 152 12.0 12.6 10.3
Level 11 6 249 14.7 218 - 129 -
7 208 16.7 18.5 144
8 165 16.1 122 142
3 375 425 39.5 4.1
4 419 458 4.6 417
Achievement 5 426 35.8 439 374
Level III 6 363 393 3.1 a7
7 369 324 38.1 34.1
8 432 357 44.6 379
3 357 30.5 403 30.1
4 29.6 39.9 33.1 402
Achievement 5 37.7 49.7 412 504
Level IV 6 3038 421 350 4238
7 35.5 471 40.1 4338
8 37.1 421 419 433
3 732 73.0 79.8 742
4 715 85.7 777 879
Percent At or 5 80.3 85.5 85.1 87.8
Above LevelIIl' | ¢ 67.1 81.4 74.1 84.4
7 724 79.6 78.2 829
8 80.2 77.8 86.5 81.2
Male Female
Grade N*  Percent N* Percent
3 51,441 514 50210 487
4 50258 516 49457  48.8
5 50,544  50.7 49,091 493
6 50,376  51.1 49,703 489
7 48732 512 48211  48.8
8 46,810 509 46,493  49.1

Notes: tAll percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not summed.
*"N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
Due to rounding, some categories in some grades may not sum to 100%.
When summed, male and female N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender
was not coded on some student answer sheets.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

86 108



Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

Grades 3-8
: - Average Average
Number Percent Ator = Scale Score  Scale Score
Grade 3 Category Tested Percent’ Above Level IIIF  Reading Mathematics
All Students 101,652 100.0 673 147.0 250.6
Not Exceptional 82,693 814 68.8 147.1 250.4
Academically Gifted 6,954 6.8 99.1 157.8 260.8
Reading 5,660 5.6 99.3 158.0 260.9
Mathematics 5,352 53 99.4 157.9 261.1
Students with Disabilities 11,928 11.7 37.8 139.6 246.2
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappe< 690 0.7 284 138.2 243.8
Hearing Impaired 139 0.1 435 1418 246.8
Educable Mentally Handicapped 738 07 35 131.1 237.8
Specific Learning Disabled 6,003 59 343 138.4 246.5
Reading 4,515 44 323 137.4 246.6
Mathematics 2,506 25 265 137.7 2443
Writing 4,103 4.0 36.0 138.5. 758
Other 249 0.2 327 138.6 245.0
Speech-Language Impaired 2,724 27 56.9 144.5 2487
Visually Impaired 54 0.1 615 1433 248.2
Other Health Impaired 1,367 1.3 36.4 140.3 2456
Orthopedically Impaired 64 0.1 344 1425 246.1
Traumatic Brain Injured 19 0.0 * * *
Autistic 118 0.1 393 1418 246.2
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * *
Multihandicapped 7 0.0 * * *
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 4 0.0 * * *
Section 504 1,488 LS 49.8 1433 248.0
Limited English Proficient 2,421 24 40.9 140.1 . 246.6
Not Served by Titlel 57,138 56.2 74.7 148.7 252.1
Schoolwide Title 1 Program ) 40,204 396 59.0 145.0 248.8
Targeted Assistance 4,160 41 46.6 1425 247.0
Migrant 581 0.6 519 142.1 2479
Grade 4 All Students 99,717 100.0 724 150.3 255.8
Not Exceptional 74,987 75.2 724 149.5 254.7
Academically Gifted 13,090 13.1 99.6 161.2 266.8
Reading 10,177 10.2 99.7 161.8 267.0
Mathematics 10,563 10.6 99.6 161.3 2673
Students with Disabilities 11,588 11.6 409 1429 250.5
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 773 0.8 337 141.5 248.3
Hearing Impaired 146 0.1 45.1 1442 2513
Educable Mentally Handicapped 618 0.6 54 134.8 2427
Specific Learning Disabled 6,771 6.8 .. 396 142.5 250.9
Reading 4,724 47 35.0 141.2 250.9
Mathematics 2,444 25 329 141.5 248.8
Writing 5413 54 40.5 1426 251.2
Other - 221 0.2 379 1426 2504
Speech-Language Impaired 1,549 1.6 58.6 146.9 2529
Visually Impaired 54 0.1 61.1 149.6 254.3
Other Health Impaired 1,506 1.5 439 1439 . 250.1
Orthopedically Impaired 51 0.1 51.0 147.4 2513
Traumatic Brain Injured A4 0.0 * oo *
Autistic 88 0.1 535 146.4 251.3
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * *
Multihandicapped 8 0.0 * * *
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 . * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * *
Section 504 1,999 20 578 146.7 2526
Limited English Proficient 1,864 1.9 45.0 1433 2514
Not Served by Titlel 58,876 59.0 78.7 152.0 2573
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 37,618 317 643 148.1 2538
Targeted Assistance 3,060 31 50.8 145.9 2520
Migrant 520 0.5 494 1444 2516

"Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.

'Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories.

Percent for "Learning Disabled,” "Academically Gifted" and "Section 504" through "Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.
*The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics.

The "All Students”™ and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparisor

"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were

classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets.

All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, ptional gories may not sum to 100%.

"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Q Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

Grades 3-8 (continued)
Average Average
Number Percent Ator ScaleScore  Scale Score
Grade 5 Category Tested Percent' Above Level IIIF Reading  Mathematics
All Students 99,639 100.0 784 156.0 260.0
Not Exceptional 72,337 72.6 78.8 1552 258.5
Academically Gifted 15,730 15.8 99.9 164.8 2722
Reading 12,685 12.7 99.9 165.2 272.4
Mathematics 12,659 127 99.8 164.9 2729
Students with Disabilities 11,536 11.6 46.6 149.0 253.2
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 937 0.9 36.6 1474 250.4
Hearing Impaired 118 0.1 53.8 149.6 254.1
Educable Mentally Handicapped 664 0.7 37 140.5 244.4
Specific Learning Disabled 7,127 7.1 494 149.3 254.1
Reading 4,686 4.7 44.0 147.8 253.7
Mathematics 2,325 22 39.0 1479 251.1
Writing 5,839 59 510 149.5 254.5
Other 217 0.2 358 1474 251.7
Speech-Language Impaired 891 0.9 622 1522 256.3
Visually Impaired 53 0.1 64.2 1547 257.1
Other Health Impaired 1,601 1.6 459 149.9 2526
Orthopedically Impaired 42 0.0 78.9 153.0 255.2
Traumatic Brain Injured 28 0.0 * * *
Autistic 68 0.1 62.1 153.2 257.2
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * *
Multihandicapped 4 0.0 * * *
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 3 0.0 * * *
Section 504 2,094 21 66.5 152.8 255.9
Limited English Proficient 1,642 16 513 148.8 2543
Not Served by Titlel 60,027 60.2 83.6 1573 261.6
Schoolwide Title 1 Program ’ 36,669 36.8 715 154.0 257.7
Targeted Assistance 2,874 29 596 152.2 255.7
Migrant 534 0.5 583 150.3 254.8
Grade6  All Students . 100,079 100.0 676 156.7 2632
Not Exceptional 72,621 72.6 66.7 155.8 261.8
Academically Gifted 15,805 15.8 99.4 167.4 276.0
Reading 12,517 12,5 99.6 1679 276.2
Mathematics 12,451 124 99.4 167.5 276.5
Students with Disabilities 11,621 11.6 29.5 1479 255.2
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappe¢ 1,068 1.1 227 147.0 253.0
Hearing Impaired 127 0.1 43.1 150.4 2574
Educable Mentally Handicapped 899 0.9 19 139.9 2472
Specific Learning Disabled 7414 74 31.7 1483 256.2
Reading 5,028 50 25.5 146.6 255.5
Mathematics 2,648 2.6 220 146.5 2529
Writing 6,171 6.2 322 1483 256.2
Other 237 0.2 277 147.8 254.8
Speech-Language Impaired 333 03 398 1503 258.0
Visually Impaired 55 0.1 50.9 152.8 2572
Other Health Impaired ' 1,560 1.6 347 149.6 255.5
Orthopedically Impaired 51 0.1 26.5 150.5 2529
Traumatic Brain Injured 30 0.0 233 1459 254.5
Autistic 68 0.1 484 153.1 259.5
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * *
Multihandicapped 11 0.0 * * *
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 4 0.0 * * *
Section 504 . 1,636 16 50.5 152.7 259.3
Limited English Proficient 1,182 1.2 28.1 147.2 255.9
Not Served by Titlel 83414 83.3 70.0 1573 263.9
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 15,239 15.2 573 154.0 260.4
Targeted Assistance 1,187 12 39.2 150.8 257.1
Migrant 601 0.6 479 151.5 258.9

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
‘Percent for "Not Exceptional” through “Trainable Mentally Disabled" is based on the sum of the students in those categories.
Percent for "Leaming Disabled,” "Academically Gifted” and "Section 504" through "Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.
2The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics.
The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparison.
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Swdents with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets.

All data rounded to the tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%.
"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
Q Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
E l C Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

Grades 3-8 (continued)
Average Average
Number Percent Ator Scale Score  Scale Score
Grade 7 : Category _ Tested Percent' Above Level III’ Reading  Mathematics
All Students 96,945 100.0 70.4 159.9 267.1
Not Exceptional 70,000 722 69.8 159.2 265.4
Academically Gifted 15,942 16.4 99.5 169.0 280.7
Reading 12,192 126 99.7 169.6 2812
Mathematics 12,590 13.0 99.5 169.0 281.2
Students with Disabilities 10,978 11.3 31.7 151.7 2584
‘Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappe 1,116 12 20.5 149.9 255.7
Hearing Impaired 139 0.1 33.1 1516 259.4
Educable Mentally Handicapped 946 1.0 1.3 1438 250.7
Specific Learning Disabled 6,941 72 36.2 152.5 259.7
Reading 4,525 47 29.7 151.0 259.1
Mathematics 2,385 25 239 150.8 256.2
Writing 5,998 6.2 372 152.6 260.6
Other 193 02 314 151.8 258.2
Speech-Language Impaired 219 02 387 154.1 260.4
Visually Impaired 39 0.0 622 158.7 264.3
Other Health Impaired 1,465 15 3538 1533 2586
Orthopedically Impaired 43 0.0 34.1 155.7 256.9
Traumatic Brain Injured 24 0.0 * * *
Autistic 36 0.0 58.8 158.0 2674
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 * * *
Muitihandicapped 5 0.0 * * *
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 2 0.0 * * *
Section 504 1,391 14 50.7 156.1 2622
Limited English Proficient 1,149 12 29.3 151.0 259.1
- Not Served by Titlel 82,442 © 850 724 160.4 2677
Schoolwide Title 1 Program ) . 13,296 137 59.7 157.6 263.8
Targeted Assistance 1,031 1.1 52.1 155.9 262.8
Migrant 527 0.5 549 156.2 2629
Grade8  All Students : 93,305 100.0 74.4 163.1 270.0
Not Exceptional 67.669 72.6 74.6 162.3 268.3
Academically Gifted 15,362 16.5 99.7 171.7 283.7
Reading 11,745 126 99.7 172.1 284.0
Mathematics 11,754 126 99.6 171.7 2844
Students with Disabilities 10,235 11.0 348 154.8 - 260.6
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 1,059 1.1 19.9 152.8 257.7
Hearing Impaired 110 0.1 473 156.8 262.7
Educable Mentally Handicapped 998 1.1 40 1475 254.1
Specific Learning Disabled 6,429 6.9 40.1 155.8 261.8
Reading 4,158 4.5 335 154.0 260.8
Mathematics 2,631 2.8 247 153.7 2584
Writing 5,497 59 40.3 155.6 2620
Other 159 02 442 157.3 262.5
Speech-Language Impaired 145 02 424 156.5 262.7
Visually Impaired 45 0.0 46.7 157.4 262.1
Other Health Impaired 1,329 14 40.6 156.7 2612
Orthopedically Impaired 40 0.0 48.7 1614 2644
Traumatic Brain Injured 30 0.0 333 155.1 259.6
Autistic 32 0.0 53.1 158.0 267.7
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 * * *
Muitihandicapped 7 0.0 * * *
Deaf-Blind 6 0.0 * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 4 0.0 * * *
Section 504 1,256 13 570 159.6 265.5
Limited English Proficient 1,155 12 378 1548 262.7
Not Served by Titlel 79,317 85.0 76.2 163.5 270.6
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 12,842 13.8 64.9 160.8 1724
Targeted Assistance 951 1.0 54.6 159.4 264.7
Migrant 492 0.5 63.4 160.0 266.7

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
'Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories.
Percent for "Learning Disabled,” "Academically Gifted” and "Section 504" through "Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Smdents” category.
*The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level Il or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics.
The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparison.
"Not Exceptional,” " Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets.
All data rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%.
"Number Tested” is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
Q Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.

E MC Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Serviw%/;sﬁng Section. 1 1 1 BEST COPY AVAIL ABLE

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results

Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

Grades 3-8 (continued)
Average Average
Number Percent Ator  Scale Score Scale Score
Grades3-8 Category Tested Percent' Above Level I Reading  Mathematics
All Students 591,337 100.0 71.7 155.4 260.9
Not Exceptional 440,307 74.5 718 154.5 259.5
Academically Gifted 82,883 14.0 : 99.6 166.2 2749
Reading 64,976 11.0 99.7 166.6 2750
Mathematics 65,369 11.1 99.6 166.2 2754
Students with Disabilities 67,886 115 . 37.0 1474 253.7
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicapped 5,643 1.0 263 1469 252.1
Hearing Impaired 779 0.1 44.0 148.7 2549
Educable Mentally Handicapped 4,863 0.8 32 1403 246.8
Specific Learning Disabled 40,685 6.9 38.6 1479 2549
Reading 27,636 47 333 146.2 2542
Mathematics 14,939 25 279 146.4 2519
Writing 33,081 5.6 39.6 1484 2555
Other 1,276 0.2 344 146.8 253.0
Speech-Language Impaired 5,861 1.0 56.1 1473 2523
Visually Impaired 300 0.1 57.8 1523 . 256.7
Other Health Impaired 8,828 1.5 39.6 1489 2538
Orthopedically Impaired ' 291 0.0 4.1 150.8 253.6
Traumatic Brain Injured 155 0.0 32.7 147.2 253.2
Autistic 410 0.1 50.4 1493 254.7
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled . 2 0.0 * * : *
Multihandicapped 42 0.0 19.0 141.7 2474
Deaf-Blind 10 0.0 * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 17 0.0 * * *
Section 504 9,864 1.7 56.1 1515 256.7
Limited English Proficient . 9,413 1.6 40.1 146.3 253.6
Not Served by Titlel 421,214 713 754 157.2 263.0
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 155,868 264 63.6 151.1 256.0
Targeted Assistance 13,263 22 50.7 148.3 2534
Migrant 3,255 0.6 54.0 150.5 526.9
Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
'Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled" is based on the sum of the students in those categories.
Percent for "Learning Disabled,” "Academically Gifted" and "Section 504" through "Migrant” is based on the mumber tested in the "All Students” category.
“The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics.
The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparison.
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets.
All data rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%.
"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations

Grades 3-8
Average Average
Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Score
Grade 3 Category Tested  Percent Abovelevellll Reading Mathematics
All Students 101,652 100.0 67.3 147.0 250.6
Braille Edition 6 0.0 * * *
Large Print 78 0.1 52.6 142.5 248.5
Assistive Technology 40 0.0 474 140.6 2454
Braille Writer 5 0.0 * * *
Cranmer Abacus 7 0.0 * * *
Dictation to Scribe 187 02 30.6 137.3 2446
Interpreter Signs Test** 21 0.0 * * *
Magnification Devices 18 0.0 T * *
Student Marks in Test Book 6,991 6.9 33.8 138.7 245.7
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 8,408 83 27.0 136.9 245.1
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 0 0.0 * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 3 0.0 * * *
Multiple Test Sessions ' 3,377 - 33 326 138.6 245.6
Scheduled Extended Time 10,608 104 32.8 . 1385 245.7
Testing in a Separate Room 10,015 9.9 31.3 138.2 2454
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 149 0.1 40.5 140.2 246.6
One Test Item Per Page 8 0.0 * * *
Grade 4 :
All Students 99,717 100.0 724 150.3 255.8
Braille Edition 5 0.0 * * *
Large Print 75 0.1 61.3 147.9 253.6
Assistive Technology 47 0.0 532 145.2 2519
Braille Writer 5 0.0 * * *
Cranmer Abacus 5 0.0 * * *
Dictation to Scribe 333 0.3 37.7 141.9 249.6
Interpreter Signs Test** 23 0.0 * * *
Magnification Devices 9 0.0 * * *
Student Marks in Test Book 6,622 6.6 39.0 142.4 250.3
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 7,995 8.0 293 140.2 249.3
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 3 0.0 * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 11 0.0 * * *
Multiple Test Sessions 3,565 3.6 38.5 142.4 250.0
Scheduled Extended Time 11,313 11.3 39.7 142.6 2504
Testing in a Separate Room 10,436 105 37.7 142.1 250.0
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 134 0.1 41.0 142.4 250.6
One Test Item Per Page 9 0.0 * * *

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration
of state tests that measure reading skills.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations (continued)

Grades 3-8
Average Average
. Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Score
Grade 5 Category Tested  Percent AbovelevelIll Reading Mathematics
All Students 99,639 100.0 78.4 156.0 260.0
Braille Edition 12 0.0 * * *
Large Print - 62 0.1 54.1 151.6 256.4
Assistive Technology 33 0.0 594 150.0 2552
Braille Writer 9 0.0 * * *
Cranmer Abacus 5 0.0 * * *
Dictation to Scribe 260 1.3 37.6 146.9 2519
Interpreter Signs Test** 9 0.0 * * *
Magnification Devices 19 0.0 * * *
Student Marks in Test Book 6,397 6.4 45.8 148.8 253.1
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 7,654 7.7 36.5 146.5 2520
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 4 0.0 * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 11 0.0 * * *
Multiple Test Sessions 3,455 35 448 148.5 252.8
Scheduled Extended Time 11,587 11.6 46.6 148.8 2532
Testing in a Separate Room 10,396 104 439 148.3 2527
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 147 0.1 404 146.7 -252.6
One Test Item Per Page _ 11 0.0 * * *
Grade 6 A A
All Students 100,079 100.0 67.6 156.7 263.2
Braille Edition 7 0.0 * * *
Large Print 62 0.1 56.5 153.8 2599
Assistive Technology 16 0.0 * * *
Braille Writer 6 0.0 * * *
Cranmer Abacus 4 0.0 * * *
Dictation to Scribe 163 0.2 309 147.4 255.6
Interpreter Signs Test** . 20 0.0 * * *
Magnification Devices 14 0.0 * * *
Student Marks in Test Book 3,864 39 294 148.0 2553
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 6,562 6.6 16.3 144.6 2533
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 2 0.0 * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 25 0.0 * * *
Multiple Test Sessions 2,019 20 278 147.4 2547
Scheduled Extended Time 11,052 11.0 29.0 147.7 255.1
Testing in a Separate Room 8,857 8.9 255 146.9 2544
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 247 02 21.1 145.6 255.0
One Test Item Per Page 2 0.0 * * *

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
**The"Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration
of state tests that measure reading skills.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations (continued)

Grades 3-8
Average Average
Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Score
Grade 7 Category Tested Percent AboveLlevellll Reading Mathematics
All Students . 96,945 100.0 704 159.9 267.1
Braille Edition 11 0.0 * * *
Large Print 50 0.1 52.1 1574 262.0
Assistive Technology 20 0.0 * * *
Braille Writer 6 0.0 * * *
Cranmer Abacus 6 0.0 * * *
Dictation to Scribe 155 0.2 27.5 150.7 258.1
Interpreter Signs Test** 29 0.0 * * *
Magnification Devices' ' 12 0.0 o* * *
Student Marks in Test Book 3,018 3.1 31.1 151.7 258.4
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 5,673 59 16.0 1482 - 256.0
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 19 0.0 * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 4 0.0 244 150.2 255.7
Multiple Test Sessions 1,588 1.6 25.3 1503 2574
Scheduled Extended Time ‘ 10,304 10.6 30.0 1514 258.2
Testing in a Separate Room _ 8,163 8.4 26.0 150.6 257.5
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 319 0.3 204 148.9 257.7
One Test Item Per Page ‘ 1 0.0 * * *
Grade 8
All Students 93,305 100.0 744 163.1 270.0
Braille Edition 2 0.0 * * *
Large Print 48 0.1 46.8 157.0 263.5
Assistive Technology 15 0.0 * * *
Braille Writer 2 0.0 * * *
Cranmer Abacus 1 0.0 * * *
Dictation to Scribe 85 0.1 333 152.8 260.7
Interpreter Signs Test** 19 0.0 * * *
Magnification Devices 15 0.0 * * *
Student Marks in Test Book 2,468 2.6 35.7 154.9 260.8
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 5,102 55 20.7 151.6 258.5
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 14 0.0 * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 39 0.0 256 153.0 258.7
Multiple Test Sessions 1,485 1.6 26.8 153.3 259.4
Scheduled Extended Time 9,840 105 335 154.6 260.5
Testing in a Separate Room 7,248 7.8 29.0 153.7 259.7
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 353 04 36.9 153.8 262.2
One Test Item Per Page 4 0.0 * * *

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration
of state tests that measure reading skills.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommeodations (continued)

Grades 3-8
Average Average
Grades Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Score
3t08 Category Tested  Percent AbovelevelIl Reading Mathematics

All Students 591,337 100.0 717 155.4 2609
Braille Edition 43 0.0 674 153.2 258.3
Large Print 375 0.1 545 150.8 256.5
Assistive Technology 171 0.0 51.8 148.0 254.0
Braille Writer . 33 0.0 66.7 1524 256.5
Cranmer Abacus 28 0.0 * * *

Dictation to Scribe 1,183 0.2 340 145.0 2519
Interpreter Signs Test** 121 0.0 258 145.0 254.4
Magnification Devices 87 0.0 52.9 151.1 2562
Student Marks in Test Book 29,360 50 36.9 145.7 252.1
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 41,394 7.0 252 143.9 251.6
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 42 0.0 66.7 157.8 264.1
Hospital/Home Testing 133 0.0 320 150.6 256.4
Multiple Test Sessions 15,489 2.6 34.8 145.5 2519
Scheduled Extended Time - 64,704 109 355 147.1 253.7
Testing in a Separate Room _ 55,115 9.3 32.8 146.1 252.7
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 1,349 0.2 313 - 147.8 255.8
One Test Item Per Page 35 00 394 148.0 250.1

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
**The "Interpreter Signs Test"” and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration
of state tests that measure reading skills.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results

Participation of Students with Special Needs**

Reading Mathematics
Grade3 Tested Percent Tested
Statewide* 107,110 100.0 107,110
All Students with IEPs 15,509 14.5 15,509
Standard Administration 11,928 11.1 12,411
With Accommodations 10,798 10.1 10,798
NCCATS Accommodation Pilof*** 1,527 14 1,302
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 138 0.1 120
Hearing Impaired 10 0.0 10
Educable Mentally Disabled 599 0.6 593
Specific Leaming Disabled 535 0.5 354
Speech-Language Impaired 14 0.0 13
Visually Impaired 3 0.0 3
Other Health Impaired 144 0.1 128
Orthopedically Impaired 3 0.0 5
Traumatic Brain Injured 4 0.0 3
Autistic 52 0.0 49
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 0
Multihandicapped 12 0.0 11
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0
Trainable Mentally Disabled 13 0.0 13
Alternate Assessments
NCAAAI Pilof*** 1,440 13 1,185
Behaviorally-Emotionatly Disabled 69 0.1 59
Hearing Impaired 17 0.0 11
Educable Mentally Disabled 726 0.7 694
Specific Leaming Disabled 388 04 200
Speech-Language Impaired 12 0.0 9
Visually Impaired 3 0.0 3
Other Health Impaired 106 0.1 92
Orthopedically Impaired 5 0.0 6
Traumatic Brain Injured 4 0.0 4
Autistic 51 0.0 48
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 1
Multihandicapped 20 0.0 20
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 1
Trainable Mentally Disabled 37 0.0 37
NCAAP*#*+* 452 04 452
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1 00 1
Hearing Impaired 2 00 2
Educable Mentally Disabled 48 00 48
Specific Learning Disabled 0 0.0 0
Speech-l.anguage Impaired 1 00 1
Visually 1 0.0 1
Other Health Impaired 10 0.0 10
Orthopedically Impaired 7 0.0 7
Traumatic Brain Injured 3 0.0 3
Autistic 131 0.1 131
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 54 0.1 54
Multihandicapped 68 0.1 68
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 1
Trainable Mentally Disabled 125 0.1 125
All Students Identified Only Under Section 504%* 1,530 14 1,530
Standard Administration 1,488 14 1,495
With Accommodations 1,386 1.3 1,386
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 18 0.0 14
Alternate Assessments
NCAAA*** 7 0.0 6
NCAAP**** 1 0.0 1
All Limited English Proficient Students** 3,722 35 3,722
Standard Administration 2,421 23 2,447
With Accommodations 1,734 1.6 1,734
Not Participating
First Year 893 0.8 893
Second Year 333 03 333
Notes:  *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.
**Due to miscoding or ding, some col may not 2dd up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer
sheets. These data do not reflect the actual ber of all scored in the 200001 school year.

***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAL is the North Carolina Alternate

Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.

+++*NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portifolio.

O

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Grade 4
Statewide*

All Students with IEPs
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***

Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results

Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued)

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

Alternate Assessments
NCAAALI Pilot***

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

NCAAP#*s*

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

- Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled

Multihandicapped
Deaf-Blind
Trainable Mentally Disabled

All Students Identified Only Under Section 504**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***
Alternate Assessments

NCAAAJ***

NCAAP#****

All Limited English Proficient Students**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

Notes:

Not Participating

First Year
Second Year

*Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer
sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year.
***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAALI is the North Carolina Alternate
Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.

*+2sNCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio.

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Reading
Tested

105,662

15,750
11,588
11,970
2,219
147

21
823
947

9

2

177

11

7

41

0

12

0

22

1,355
67
20

709
342
. 4
3
74
7

4
53
0
14
0
58
474
1

2
38

1

0

0
18

1

2
105
55
74
2
175

2,046

1,999

1,831
17

2
3
3,003
1,864
1,358

730
433

118

Percent

100.0

149
11.0
113
2.1
0.1
0.0
0.8
09
0.0
0.0
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

1.3
0.1
0.0
0.7
0.3
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
04
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.2

1.9
1.9
1.7
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

29

1.8
1.3

0.7
04

Mathematics
Tested

105,662

15,750
12,241
11,970
1,784
132

22
820
559

7

3

149

11

105
55
74

175
2,046
2,000
1,831

16

3,093
1,891
1,358

730
433

Percent

100.0

14.9
11.6
11.3
1.7
0.1
0.0
0.8
0.5
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

1.1
0.1
0.0
0.6
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
04
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.2

1.9
1.9
1.7
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

29
1.8
1.3

0.7
04



Grade 5
Statewide*

All Students with IEPs
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot**#

Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued)

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired

Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multibandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

Alternate Assessments
NCAAALI Pilot***

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired

Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic .

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

NCAAP*#*+

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired

Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

All Students Identified Only Under Section 504**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot**#*
Alternate Assessments

NCAAAL**#*

NC A AP####

All Limited English Proficient Students**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

Notes:

Not Participating

First Year
Second Year

*Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.

Reading

Tested Percent

106,184

16,336
11,536
12,903
2,918
210
19
1,136
1,185
16

5

236

9

9

45

0

12

0

36

1,195
55
11
653
250
6

2
75
8
10
37
0
14
0
74
549
0

1
32
4

0

1

12
5

5
134
97
103
0
155

2,143
2,094
1,868

26

2
4

2,827
1,642
1,182

740
379

100.0

154
109
12.2
2.7
0.2
0.0
1.1
1.1
0.0
0.0
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

1.1
0.1
0.0
0.6
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.5
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.1

2.0
2.0
1.8
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

27
1.5
1.1

0.7
04

Mathematics
Tested

106,184

16,336
12,097
12,903
2,492
192

17
1,120
809

16

2

222

12

9

45

0

12

0

36

1,052
47
8
631
148
6

3
67
8
10
37
0
13
0
74
549
0

1
32
4

0

1
12
5

5
134
97
103
0
155

2,143
2,099
1,868

23

2,827
1,673
1,182

740
379

**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer

sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year.

***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate

Assessment Acedemic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.

****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio.

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Data reccived from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 97

119

Percent

100.0

154
11.4
12.2
23
0.2
0.0
1.1
0.8
0.0
0.0
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

1.0
0.0
0.0
0.6
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.5
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.1

2.0
2.0
1.8
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

27
1.6
1.1

0.7
04



Grade 6
Statewide*

All Students with IEPs
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilof***

Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued)

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

Alternate Assessments
NCAAALI Pilot***

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

NCAAP**+»

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

All Students Identified Only Under Section 504**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***
Alternate Assessments

NCAAA]***

NCAAP****

All Limited English Proficient Students**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

Notes:

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Not Participating

First Year
Second Year

*Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer
sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year.
*** NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate
Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.
****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Reading

Tested Percent

105,616

15,367
11,621
12,655
2,431
192

13
1,110
837

10

4

160

11

6

28

0

17

0

43

770
34
3
514
120
3

1
36
9

6
10
0

3

0
3
339
1

2
39
2

0

0
12

1

6
74
61
49
0
152

1,660
1,636
1,301

10

0

1
2258
1,182
828

672
356

120

100.0

14.5
11.0
12.0
23
0.2
0.0
1.1
0.8
0.0
0.0
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.7
0.0
0.0
0.5
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.1

1.6

Mathematics
Tested

105,616

15,367
11,893
12,655
2,198
186

12
1,111
611
10

4

156

13

5

28
0
17

-0
45

715
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-
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152

1,660
1,633
1,301

10

0
1

2258

1,190
828

672
356

Percent

100.0

14.5
11.3
12.0
2.1
0.2
0.0
1.1
0.6
0.0
0.0
~i
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

00 -

0.0

0.7
0.0
0.0
0.5
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.1

1.6
1.5
1.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

2.1
1.1
0.8

0.6
0.3



Grade 7
Statewide*

All Students with IEPs
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***

Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued)

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired

Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

Alternate Assessments
NCAAAI Pilot***

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired

Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profouind Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

NCAAP#*#+

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired

Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Muldhandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

All Students Identified Only Under Section 504**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***
Alternate Assessments

NCAAAJ***

NC AAP####

All Limited English Proficient Students**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

Notes:

Not Participating

First Year
Second Year

*Actual stodent membership is used for the statewide N-counts.

Reading
Tested

102,366

14,590
10,978
11,937
2,337
212

15
1,093
759

10

3

150

8

9

29

0

14

0

35

669
27
4
413
106
1

4

31
5

2
19

153

1,413
1,391
1,069

5

1
0

2,255
1,149
862

728
323

Percent

100.0

14.3
10.7
11.7
23
0.2
0.0
1.1
0.7
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.7
0.0
0.0
04
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.1

Mathematics
Tested

102,366

14,590
11,217
11,937
2,120
205

15
1,090
557

10

3

141

8

9

32

0

14

0

36

616
28
4
393
74
1

4
31

2 Lt
%gooo—-oonc\

w
—ONINOO =0 &h

W Lh
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153

1,413
1,385
1,069

4

2,255
1,158
862

728
323

**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer

sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year.

“‘NCCATS ls the Nonh Camlma Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAALI is the North Carolina Alternate

y; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.

**s*NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio.

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

99

121

Percent

100.0

14.3
11.0
117
2.1
0.2
0.0
1.1
0.5
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.6
0.0
0.0
04
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
03
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.1

14
14
1.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
22
1.1
0.8

0.7
0.3



Grade 8

Statewide*
All Students with IEPs
Standard Administration
With Accommodations
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***

Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued)

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

Alternate Assessments
NCAAAI Pilot***

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

NCAAP*#**

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled
Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured

Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled
Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled

All Students Identified Only Under Section 504**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***
Alternate Assessments

NCAAAJ***

NC AAP####

All Limited English Proficient Students**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

Notes:

Not Participating

First Year
Second Year

*Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer

sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 schoot year.
Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate

***NCCATS is the North
A Acad

y: both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.

**+*NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Reading
Tested Percent

100

98,298

13,540
10,235
10,991
2,129
173

13
1,097
618

9

2

117

17

11

17

0

17

0

38
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10
2
350
52
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1,272
1,256
956
4

1

0
2,067
1,155
862

541
315

122

100.0

13.8
10.4
11.2
22
0.2
0.0
1.1
0.6
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

05
0.0
0.0
04
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
05
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.2

1.3
1.3
1.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
2.1
1.2
0.9

0.6
03

Mathematics
Tested

98,298

13,540
10359
10,991
2,017
169

13
1,105
504

9

2

115

17

10

17

0

19

0

37

490
9
2
336

W
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1,272
1,257
956

2,067
1,169
862

541
315

Percent

100.0

13.8
10.5
112
2.1
0.2
0.0
1.1
0.5



Grade3-8
Statewide*

All Students with IEPs

Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued)

Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilof***

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled

Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured
Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled

Multihandicapped
Deaf-Blind
Trainable Mentally Disabled

Alternate Assessments

NCAAAI Pilot***

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled

Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured -
Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled

Multihandicapped

Deaf-Blind

Trainable Mentally Disabled
NCAAP*#*++

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled

Hearing Impaired

Educable Mentally Disabled
Specific Learning Disabled
Speech-Language Impaired
Visually Impaired

Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Traumatic Brain Injured
Autistic

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled

Multihandicapped
Deaf-Blind
Trainable Mentally Disabled

All Students Identified Only Under Section 504**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot***

Alternate Assessments

NCAAAT**+
NCAAP##++

All Limited English Proficient Students**
Standard Administration
With Accommodations
Not Participating

First Year
Second Year

Notes:  *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.
*+Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not 2dd up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer

sheets. These data do not reflect the actual of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year.

the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAL is the North Carolina Altemnate

**sNCCATS is
A

Acad

*+¢sNCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

y: both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.

101

Reading

Tested Percent

625,236

91,092
67,886
71,254
13,561
1,072
91
5,858
4,881
68

19

984

59

46

212

0

84

0

187

5,948
262
57
3,365
1,258
26

14
339
39

27
176

76

305
2,673
11

7

216

7

1

5

69

16

17
594
360
434

3

933
10,064
9,864
8,411
80

13

9
16,222
9,413
6,826

4,304
2,139

123

100.0

14.6
109
114
22
0.2
0.0
0.9
0.8
0.0
0.0
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

1.0
0.0
0.0
0.5
0.2
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
04
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.1

1.6
1.6
1.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

26
1.5
1.1
0.0
0.7
0.3

Mathematics
Tested

625,236

91,092
70,218
71,254
11913
1,004
89
5,839
3,394
65

17

911
66

42

21

0

85

0

190

5,199
234
40
3,210
745
23

14
320
39

28
170

3

72

1

300
2,673
11

7
216
7

1
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Table 14. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 3 Student_s

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level I1 in Both Scale Score  Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics =~ Reading = Mathematics
All Students 101,652 100.0 67.3 147.0 250.6
Gender
Male 51,441 50.6 654 146.2 250.5
Female 50,210 494 69.2 147.8 250.6
Ethnic Group
American Indian 1,506 1.5 599 1445 248.8
Asian 1,808 1.8 74.6 148.3 252.7
Black 31,191 30.7 46.7 142.6 246.3
Hispanic 4,537 45 55.0 143.3 248.3
Multi-Racial 1,819 1.8 69.5 147.1 250.6
White ’ 60,757 59.8 78.6 1495 2529
Other 30 0.0 * * *
Parental Education
Did not finish high school 11,194 11.1 40.1 140.5 2457
High school graduate 47,083 46.8 595 1449 248.7
Trade or business school 4,168 4.1 71.6 ' 147.5 250.9
Community college 13,426 133 754 148.5 2515
Four-year college degree 20,643 20.5 88.8 152.5 255.4
Graduate school 4,166 4.1 95.0 155.6 258.4
Hours of Homework (per week)
None assigned 2,277 23 403 140.9 2453
1 hour or less 31,740 31.6 63.6 146.0 2495
1 to 3 hours 30,146 30.0 709 147.8 251.2
More than 3, less than 5 hours 16,738 16.7 721 148.3 2519
Between 5-10 hours . 12,922 129 739 148.5 252.2
More than 10 hours 5,328 53 63.4 146.1 249.9
Assigned but not done 1,677 1.7 26.6 138.0 243.4
Hours Watching TV (each school day)
None 8,989 8.9 59.8 145.7 249.4
1 hour 36,472 36.2 69.3 147.6 251.0
2 hours 21,031 20.9 709 147.8 251.4
3 hours 14,071 140 69.8 147.3 251.0
Between 4 and 5 hours 9,635 9.6 69.6 147.1 250.8
More than 6 hours 10,437 104 55.3 1439 2479
Free Time Spent Reading in a Week ‘
None 6,826 6.8 - . 510 143.0 247.5
About 30 minutes 49,993 498 639 145.9 249.7
About one hour 21,829 21.7 73.3 148.3 2519
Between 1 and 2 hours 12,430 124 78.2 150.0 2532
More than 2 hours : 9,335 93 70.5 148.6 2515
Reading Homework
Read and answer questions 54,261 53.4 66.6 146.9 2504
Read, do not answer questions 25,870 254 73.9 148.5 252.1
Choose what to read and report to teacher 24,958 24.6 66.9 147.0 250.7
Choose what to read, do not report 15,966 15.7 71.1 148.0 251.7
Required to Explain How Math Probl Are Solved
Never 1,963 20 49.1 1429 247.0
. 1-2 times per month 5,997 6.0 © 61.0 145.6 249.6
1 time per week 14,244 143 68.0 147.2 2509
Almost every day 77475 777 68.5 147.2 250.8
Calculator Use in Math Class
Never use 6,076 6.1 56.6 145.0 248.6
Hardly ever use 39,734 39.6 71.7 148.1 251.4
1-2 times per month 15,335 153 70.8 147.8 2514
1-2 times per week 24,161 24.1 674 146.9 250.5
Almost every day 15,009 150 574 1445 248.7

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading and no scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.
Data received from LEASs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 14. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 3 Students (continued)

Perceht Ator Average Average
Above Level ITI in Both Scale Score Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathematics
Computer Use at Home
Almost every day 6,888 6.9 44.6 142.1 2465
1-2 times per week 7,595 7.6 64.0 146.3 250.0
1-2 times per month 7,240 72 77.1 149.6 253.0
Hardly ever 25,846 258 73.7 148.7 252.1
Never (owns computer) 31,357 313 75.1 148.5 251.8
No computer at home 21,359 213 54.0 143.7 247.7
Testing Cycle
Traditional, regular program 88,499 934 67.5 147.0 250.6
Year-round school 6,245 6.6 68.8 147.5 251.2
A 26,685 26.4 96.9 155.0 258.1
B 34,502 34.1 80.2 1482 2514
C 25,871 25.6 473 142.5 2465
D 10,369 10.2 19.9 137.8 242.8
F 3,742 3.7 8.0 ' 134.6 240.2
Teacher Math Judgement
Level 4 23,403 23.2 98.4 155.6 258.7
Level 3 45,955 45.5 79.6 148.1 2513
Level 2 23,929 23.7 323 140.4 2448
Level 1 7,250 7.2 6.6 134.2 240.0
Not clear example of any level 443 04 452 141.2 245.6
Student Took Makenp Test
Yes 2,245 22 55.6 144.4 248.4
Misadministrati .
Yes 434 04 59.9 145.0 248.8
National School Lunch Program
Not eligible 50,055 50.2 81.1 1502 2534
Reduced price 9,239 9.3 62.0 1453 249.0
Free lunch 34,509 346 478 1425 246.8
Information not available 5,022 5.0 73.8 1484 2515
School not participating 936 0.9 69.3 148.0 250.7

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reparted for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 15. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 4 Students

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level IIlin Both  Scale Score  Scale Score
: N Percent Reading and Mathematics  Reading =~ Mathematics
All Students 99,717 100.0 124 150.3 255.8
Gender
Male 50,258 - 504 695 149.6 255.7
Female 49,457 49.6 75.3 151.0 255.9
Ethnic Group
American Indian, 1,436 14 59.2 146.6 252.8
Asian 1,678 1.7 775 151.9 2590
Black 30,080 30.2 53.6 145.6 251.3
Hispanic 3,937 39 619 146.9 2535
Multi-Racial 1,621 1.6 76.7 151.0 255.8
White 60,937 61.1 824 152.9 258.1
Other 22 0.0 * * *
Parental Education
Did not finish high school 9,999 10.1 446 143.5 250.3
High school graduate 44,791 454 646 1479 253.5
Trade or business school 4,406 4.5 76.2 - 1505 2559
Community college 13,605 13.8 805 151.7 256.8
Four-year college degree ) 21,564 218 91.2 1559 260.9
Graduate school 4,331 4.4 96.7 159.3 264.3
Hours of Homework (per week)
None assigned 1,391 14 46.0 144.1 250.6
1 hour or less 28,595 289 66.1 148.4 2539
1to 3 hours 33,385 343 75.5 151.0 256.2
More than 3, less than 5 hours 16,607 16.8 77.5 151.9 257.6
Between 5-10 hours 13,435 13.6 792 1524 258.0
More than 10 hours ' 3,820 39 70.4 -150.1 256.1
Assigned but not done 1,159 1.2 299 140.7 248.2
Hours Watching TV (each school day) .
None 6,429 6.5 67.0 149.9 255.5
1 hour 32,382 328 74.6 151.1 2564
2 hours 23,447 23.7 76.3 151.3 256.8
3 hours 15,801 16.0 75.1 150.7 256.1
Between 4 and 5 hours 10,945 11.1 713 149.5 255.1
More than 6 hours 9,780 9.9 572 146.2 252.1
Free Time Spent Reading in a Weel .
None 6,483 6.6 53.7 145.5 2520
About 30 minutes 45,548 46.2 66.7 148.6 2544
About one hour 23,561 239 78.5 151.8 257.1
Between 1 and 2 hours 14,477 14.7 84.5 153.9 2589
More than 2 hours 8,565 8.7 81.1 153.5 2579
Reading Homework
Read and answer questions 53,932 54.1 72.5 150.4 255.9
Read, do not answer questions 24,356 244 78.1 151.9 2574
Choose what to read and report to teacher 23,082 23.1 74.8 1512 256.8
Choose what to read, do not report 15,254 153 77.6 152.1 2578
Required to Explain How Math Probl Are Solved
Never 1,223 1.2 523 145.6 2512
1-2 times per month 3,986 4.1 66.2 148.9 254.6
1 time per week 12,325 12.5 725 150.3 2558
Almost every day 80,688 82.1 73.3 150.5 256.0
Calculator Use in Math Class
Never use 4951 ) 5.0 61.6 147.9 2535
Hardly ever use 37,414 38.0 73.8 150.6 2558
1-2 times per month 14,130 143 77.4 151.8 2572
1-2 times per week 26,724 27.1 73.8 150.6 256.2
Almost every day 15,357 15.6 66.4 148.6 254.8

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDP! Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 15. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 4 Students (continued)

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level Il in Both  Scale Score Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics ~ Reading ~ Mathematics
Computer Use at Home
Almost every day 5,503 5.6 56.6 146.7 252.6
1-2 times per week 9,346 95 722 150.6 256.1
1-2 times per month 11,515 11.7 844 153.8 259.0
Hardly ever . 27,994 284 78.3 152.1 257.5
Never (owns computer) 24,602 250 75.0 150.5 255.8
No computer at home 19,580 . 199 58.9 146.6 2524
Testing Cycle
Traditional, regular program 87,732 93.5 725 150.3 255.8
Year-round school 6,050 6.5 72.8 150.8 256.3
Anticipated Math Grade
A , 24,081 243 97.7 158.7 264.3
B 33,497 337 85.6 152.0 2570
C 27,093 273 57.5 - 1460 251.5
D 10,959 110 31.1 141.4 247.8
F 3,628 37 18.4 : 138.9 245.6
Teacher Math Judgement
Level 4 23,465 23.7 98.5 159.0 264.6
Level 3 43,685 44.1 838 1513 2564
Level 2 24,171 244 43 143.8 249.7
Level 1 7,171 7.2 14.5 138.0 2452
Not clear example of any level 470 0.5 53.3 145.4 2520
Student Took Makeup Test A
Yes 2,230 22 593 1472 253.0
Misadministrati
Yes . 705 0.7 713 149.2 253.8
National School Lunch Program
Not eligible 50,358 514 844 153.5 258.7
Reduced price 8,981 92 67.6 1484 254.1
Free lunch 32,396 33.1 53.6 145.5 251.6
Information not available 5,099 52 79.9 152.1 257.1
School not participating 1,064 1.1 76.0 152.0 256.5

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
‘When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 16. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 5 Students

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level Il in Both Scale Score  Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics =~ Reading  Mathematics
All Students 99,639 100.0 78.4 156.0 260.0
Gender
Male 50,544 50.7 76.2 155.4 259.9
Female 49,091 493 80.7 156.5 260.1
Ethpic Group
American Indian . 1,392 14 65.3 1525 256.0
Asian 1,758 1.8 854 157.6 264.6
Black 29,443 29.6 62.0 151.8 2549
Hispanic 3,637 3.7 67.4 152.7 256.9
Multi-Racial 1,386 14 82.2 156.8 260.4
White : 61,994 62.2 86.9 158.1 262.5
Other 24 0.0 * * *
Parental Education
Did not finish high school 9,743 99 52.8 150.0 253.6
High school graduate 43,086 437 72.1 153.8 2572
Trade or business school 4,593 4.7 81.9 156.1 259.7
Community college 13,847 14.0 85.1 157.1 260.9
Four-year college degree 22,465 228 93.7 160.5 265.6
Graduate school 4,858 49 97.0 163.3 269.8
Hours of Homework (per week)
None assigned 957 1.0 - 53.8 150.2 253.5
1 hour or less 25,526 25.8 70.0 153.8 257.1
1 to 3 hours 38,963 394 80.8 156.3 260.2
More than 3, less than S hours 16,455 16.6 843 157.7 262.3
Between 5-10 hours ) 13,122 133 859 158.1 263.2
More than 10 hours 3,072 3.1 77.6 156.0 260.7
Assigned but not done 858 09 35.7 1473 250.7
Hours Watching TV (each school day)
None 5,044 5.1 74.8 156.1 260.5
1 hour 28,379 28.7 80.4 156.8 261.0
2 hours 25,263 25.6 82.7 157.0 261.3
3 hours 18,315 185 80.1 156.0 260.0
Between 4 and 5 hours . 12,655 12.8 76.9 154.9 258.6
More than 6 hours 9,205 93 62.7 152.0 255.2
Free Time Spent Reading in a Weel
None 6,340 6.4 60.9 151.6 255.5
About 30 minutes 45,132 45.7 735 154.5 258.4
About one hour 24,654 25.0 83.7 157.1 2614
Between 1 and 2 hours 14,990 15.2 88.4 158.9 263.2
More than 2 hours 7,637 1.7 86.9 159.3 262.7
Reading Homework
Read and answer questions 56,253 56.5 79.4 156.3 260.4
Read, do not answer questions 22,055 22.1 83.7 1574 2619
Choose what to read and report to teacher 21,416 215 81.3 157.0 261.5
Choose what to read, do not report 14,551 14.6 848 1579 262.8
Required fo Explain How Math Probl Are Solved
Never 1,052 1.1 54.9 151.2 254.5
1-2 times per month 3,469 35 71.8 154.6 258.4
1 time per week 11,566 11.7 773 155.7 2599
Almost every day 82,365 83.7 79.4 156.2 260.2
Calculator Use in Math Class
Never use 2,470 25 63.3 1529 256.1
Hardly ever use 24,803 25.1 76.2 155.5 2589
1-2 times per month 12,495 12.7 83.7 1574 261.7
1-2 times per week 33,380 338 81.0 156.5 260.8
Almost every day 25,579 259 76.7 155.3 259.7

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 16. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 5 Students (continued)

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level II in Both Scale Score Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading  Mathematics
Computer Use at Home
Almost every day 5,167 52 68.5 153.8 257.8
1-2 times per week 11,651 11.8 813 156.9 261.4
1-2 times per month 16,901 17.1 89.5 159.1 264.0
Hardly ever o 28,667 29.0 833 157.2 261.4
Never (owns computer) 18,404 18.6 76.5 154.9 258.4
No computer at home 17,905 18.1 63.7 152.2 255.5
Testing Cycle
Traditional, regular program 88,360 939 78.4 156.0 260.0
Year-round school 5,713 6.1 79.1 156.2 260.7
A 24,223 24.4 98.3 162.8 269.7
B 33,287 33.6 90.0 ) 157.3 261.2
C 25,893 26.1 68.8 152.6 255.2
D 11,293 11.4 438 "148.8 251.2
F 4,402 44 284 146.4 249.1
Teacher Math Judgement
Level 4 26,317 26.6 99.1 163.0 269.9
Level 3 45,765 46.2 872 156.2 259.6
Level 2 20,900 21.1 49.8 149.8 252.1
Level 1 5,531 5.6 17.8 144.3 247.4
Not clear example of any level 450 0.5 66.7 151.7 2543
Student Took Makeup Test
Yes _ 1,687 1.7 66.4 153.4 2573
Misadministrati .
Yes 618 0.6 76.1 154.5 256.7
National School Lunch Program .
Not eligible 51,997 53.2 88.7 158.7 263.2
Reduced price 8,967 9.2 73.7 154.1 257.6
Free lunch 30,565 312 61.4 151.6 254.9
Information not available 5,091 52 844 . 157.3 261.3
School not participating 1,207 12 83.0 157.9 261.8

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may pot have
been coded for some students.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 17. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 6 Students

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level Il in Both  Scale Score  Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics  Reading Mathematics
All Students 100,079 100.0 67.6 156.7 263.2
Gender
Male 50,376 50.3 644 155.8 263.1
Female : 49,703 49.7 70.8 157.6 263.3
Ethnic Group
American Indian 1,341 13 559 1533 259.6
Asian 1,740 1.7 759 1585 2674
Black 30,131 30.1 459 151.7 257.7
Hier- uc 3,488 35 524 152.7 259.7
Multi-Racial 1,233 12 69.8 1572 262.9
White 62,107 62.1 79.0 159.4 266.1
Other : ' 36 0.0 333 148.8 255.8
P tal Educati .
Did not finish high school 9,134 9.2 379 149.8 256.6
High school graduate 43,208 43.6 577 1540 260.3
Trade or business school 4,029 4.1 68.5 1564 262.8
Community college 13,719 13.8 755 158.0 264.2
Four-year college degree 23,781 240 874 161.9 268.7
Graduate school 5,332 54 925 164.8 2723
Hours of Homework (per week)
None assigned 1,276 13 329 148.1 254.7
1 hour or less : 27,527 27.8 56.2 153.9 260.2
1 to 3 hours 44,150 44.6 709 1573 263.6
More than 3, less than 5 hours 14,081 142 712 1594 266.5
Between 5-10 hours 9,146 9.2 81.8 160.8 268.1
More than 10 hours 1,676 1.7 73.8 1589 266.4
Assigned but not done 1,319 13 28.8 147.5 254.6
Hours Watching TV (each school day)
None 3,935 4.0 654 157.1 263.7
1 hour 24,501 24.7 720 158.1 264.9
2 hours 25,754 26.0 743 1583 264.9
3 hours 20,386 20.6 69.1 156.7 263.1
Between 4 and 5 hours 14,539 14.7 63.2 155.2 261.4
More than 6 hours 9,992 10.1 452 1515 2578
Free Time S Reading in a Weel
None 10,075 10.2 48.3 152.0 259.2
About 30 minutes 48,032 48.5 63.5 155.6 262.4
About one hour 22,382 22.6 749 1584 264.8
Between 1 and 2 hours 12,085 12.2 81.2 160.3 266.2
More than 2 hours 6,424 6.5 80.1 160.6 265.3
Reading Homework
Read and answer questions 55,641 55.6 68.3 157.0 263.5
Read, do not answer questions 16,012 16.0 732 158.1 265.1
Choose what to read and report to teacher 16,080 16.1 73.8 1585 265.5
Choose what to read, do not report 9,490 9.5 76.8 159.1 266.4
Required to Explain How Math Probl Are Solved
Never 1,621 1.6 46.0 151.8 2579
1-2 times per month 4,068 4.1 60.3 155.1 2615
1 time per week 12,860 13.0 66.1 156.3 262.9
Almost every day 80,168 81.2 69.0 157.0 263.6

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 17. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 6 Students (continued)

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level Il in Both  Scale Score  Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathematics
Calculator Use in Math Class
Never use 2,044 2.1 47.5 152.1 258.1
Hardly ever use 18,221 184 61.3 155.2 261.2
1-2 times per month 11,218 11.3 72.8 157.8 2643
1-2 times per week 36,400 36.8 71.2 157.5 264.1
Almost every day 31,023 314 67.1 156.7 263.5
Computer Use at Home
Almost every day 7,274 74 62.4 155.5 261.8
1-2 times per week 14,766 14.9 75.1 158.8 265.5 .
1-2 times per month 20,751 210 80.5 160.0 266.9
Hardly ever 26,406 26.7 70.6 157.3 263.8
Never (owns computer) 13,152 13.3 60.6 154.7 260.8
No computer at home 16,609 16.8 489 1522 258.5
Traditional, regular program 91,833 96.2 67.4 156.7 2632
Year-round school 3,601 38 69.7 157.4 263.8
Anticipated Math Grade
A 22,784 229 94.6 164.3 272.7
B 31,077 31.2 79.9 158.6 265.0
C 25,325 25.5 56.2 153.5 259.3
D 13,293 134 - 367 149.9 255.7
F 7,025 7.1 255 147.9 253.7
Teacher Math Judgement
Level 4 30,665 30.9 96.3 164.5 272.8
Level 3 40,531 409 72.7 156.5 2623
Level 2 20,905 21.1 33.6 149.6 255.3
Level 1 6,583 6.6 13.5 144.9 251.1
Not clear example of any level 439 04 475 151.6 2570
Student Took Makeup Test _
Yes 2,298 23 494 152.3 259.2
" Yes 427 0.4 36.2 149.7 256.9
National School Lunch Program
Not eligible 51,705 52.7 80.4 159.8 266.5
Reduced price 8,696 8.9 58.3 154.2 260.6
Free lunch 28,964 29.5 45.3 151.4 257.8
Information not available 7,463 7.6 75.7 158.6 264.8
School not participating 1,248 13 69.4 157.5 263.3

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 18. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 7 Students

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level! III in Both Scale Score  Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathematics

All Students 96,945 100.0 70.4 159.9 267.1
Gender

Male 48,732 50.3 67.7 159.2 266.9
Female 48,211 49.7 73.2 160.7 267.3
Ethnic Group

American Indian 1,331 1.4 559 156.4 263.1
Asian 1,699 1.8 719 161.5 2715
Black 28,455 29.4 493 155.5 261.2
Hispanic 3,208 33 56.2 156.5 263.0
Multi-Racial 1,065 1.1 74.6 - 160.6 266.8
White 61,166 63.1 81.0 162.2 270.0
Other 18 0.0 * * *
Parental Education

Did not finish high school 8,082 8.4 409 153.5 259.9
High school graduate 42,142 439 609 157.6 263.9
Trade or business school 3,677 38 72.6 159.9 266.7
Community college 12,739 133 78.2 161.1 268.0
Four-year college degree 23,643 24.6 87.8 164.2 272.6
Graduate school 5,710 59 93.1 166.6 276.9
Hours of Homework (per week)

None assigned 1,464 1.5 315 1519 2579
1 hour or less 24,561 255 57.8 157.3 263.7
1 to 3 hours 43,905 457 73.0 160.2 267.1
More than 3, less than 5 hours 14,245 14.8 81.1 162.5 270.6
Between 5-10 hours 8,901 93 86.3 163.9 273.1
More than 10 hours ' 1,551 1.6 824 163.4 272.5
Assigned but not done 1,535 1.6 39.5 153.4 260.0
Hours Watching TV (each school day)

None 3,243 34 68.6 160.3 268.0
1 hour 21,570 22.4 75.7 161.5 269.3
2 hours 25,401 26.4 76.8 161.3 268.9
3 hours 20,943 21.8 719 159.9 266.9
Between 4 and 5 hours 15,217 15.8 64.9 158.4 264.7
More than 6 hours 9,743 10.1 49.6 155.6 261.5
Free Time S Reading in 2 Weel

None 11,412 11.9 545 156.3 263.4
About 30 minutes 45,803 477 67.8 159.2 266.6
About one hour 21,671 22.6 76.2 161.2 268.4
Between 1 and 2 hours 11,311 11.8 81.7 162.7 269.7
More than 2 hours 5,861 6.1 81.4 163.2 269.2
Reading Homework

Read and answer questions 56,045 57.8 71.6 160.3 267.5
Read, do not answer questions 13,569 14.0 772 161.5 269.6
Choose what to read and report to teacher 15,253 15.7 773 161.8 269.9
Choose what to read, do not report 8,113 8.4 79.6 162.2 270.7
Required to Explain How Math Probl Are Salved

Never 2,198 23 53.1 156.7 262.7
1-2 times per month 4,755 5.0 65.7 159.2 265.9
1 time per week 13,111 13.7 68.9 159.6 266.7
Almost every day 75,728 79.1 71.8 160.2 267.4
Calculator Use in Math Class

Never use 1,265 13 46.0 154.7 260.7
Hardly ever use 7,305 7.6 55.8 157.1 263.2
1-2 times per month 4,543 4.7 66.9 159.2 266.0
1-2 times per week 26,264 274 71.6 160.1 267.1
Almost every day 56,549 59.0 729 160.5 267.9

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 18. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 7 Students (continued)

Percent At or Average Average

Above Level III in Both Scale Score  Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathesatics
Computer Use at Home '
Almost every day 8,573 8.9 67.2 159.3 266.1
1-2 times per week 17,768 18.5 78.6 161.9 269.9
1-2 times per month 22,266 232 822 162.6 270.5
Hardly ever 22,937 239 712 159.9 267.0
Never (owns computer) 9,857 103 59.6 157.4 263.6
No computer at home 14,579 152 514 155.8 261.8
Testing Cycle
Traditional, regular program 89,676 96.6 70.4 159.9 267.1
Year-round school 3,187 __ 34 720 160.3 266.9
Anticipated Math Grad
A '£0,046 208 94.7 166.2 277.0
B 30,168 313 83.2 161.8 269.3
C 25,665 26.6 61.9 157.7 263.4
D 13,365 13.9 432 : 154.6 259.7
F 7,091 74 29.9 152.4 2574
Teacher Math Judgement
Level 4 29,019 302 97.2 166.6 2774
Level 3 40,085 41.7 76.4 159.9 265.9
Level 2 20,283 21.1 37.7 154.0 258.8
Level 1 6,247 6.5 16.9 149.4 254.7
Not clear example of any level 407 04 494 155.0 261.4
Student Took Makeup Test
Yes 2,363 24 469 155.2 261.7
Misadministrati
Yes : 430 04 523 155.8 262.3
National School Lunch Program
Not eligible 51,637 54.5 81.8 162.4 270.2
Reduced price - 8,047 8.5 624 158.0 264.2
Free lunch 26,119 27.6 477 155.1 261.2
Information not available 7,583 8.0 78.8 161.6 268.7
School not participating 1,340 14 723 160.9 267.9

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
‘When summed, gender N-counts and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not
have been coded for some students.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 19. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 8 Students

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level Il in Both Scale Score  Scale Score

N PRercent = Readingand Mathematics  Reading = Mathematics

All Students 93,305 100.0 74.4 163.1 270.0
Gender

Male 46,810 50.2 717 162.3 269.9
Female 46,493 49.8 77.1 163.8 270.1
Ethnic Group

American Indian 1,397 1.5 63.6 159.9 266.6
Asian 1,626 1.7 80.5 164.1 274.7
Black 26,985 28.9 549 158.7 264.1
Hispanic 2,967 3.2 59.7 159.6 265.9
Multi-Racial 958 1.0 76.6 163.3 269.7
White 59,346 63.6 84.0 165.2 2729
Other 19 - 0.0 * * *
Parental Education

Did not finish high school 7471 8.1 453 156.7 262.5
High school graduate 37,461 405 65.4 160.6 266.6
Trade or business school 3,690 4.0 76.0 - 1629 269.4
Community college 14,248 154 80.7 163.9 270.7
Four-year college degree 23,449 25.4 . 892 166.8 275.1
Graduate school 6,163 6.7 94.7 169.8 280.0
Hours of Homework (per week) :

None assigned 1,506 1.6 36.0 155.4 261.0
1 hour or less 20,893 22,6 62.0 160.2 266.2
1to 3 hours 42,597 46.1 75.6 163.0 269.6
More than 3, less than 5 hours 15,113 16.4 84.8 165.5 © 2735
Between 5-10 hours _ 9,483 10.3 89.4 167.2 276.2
More than 10 hours ’ 1,530 1.7 873 167.1 276.8
Assigned but not done 1,411 1.5 485 158.0 264.5
Hours Watching TV (each school day)

None 2,771 3.0 722 163.7 271.6
1 hour 20,391 22.1 79.7 164.7 272.5
2 hours 24,131 26.1 80.5 164.5 2719
3 hours 20,764 22.5 75.3 1629 269.6
Between 4 and 5 hours 15,286 16.5 69.5 161.5 267.4
More than 6 hours 9,123 99 55.3 158.9 264.4
Free Time Spent Reading in a Weel

None 11,814 12.8 629 160.2 267.2
About 30 minutes 44,019 47.6 737 162.8 270.0
About one hour 20,986 22.7 78.1 163.8 270.7
Between 1 and 2 hours 10,472 11.3 81.6 165.1 271.6
More than 2 hours 5,123 5.5 809 165.5 271.3
Reading Homework

Read and answer questions 60,087 64.4 755 163.5 270.4
Read, do not answer questions 12,277 13.2 80.6 164.7 272.6
Choose what to read and report to teacher 14,630 15.7 81.3 1649 2729
Choose what to read, do not report 6,419 6.9 81.5 164.8 273.2
Required to Explain How Math Probl Are Solved

Never 2,705 29 61.9 161.1 267.4
1-2 times per month 5,213 5.6 69.9 162.5 269.5
1 time per week 12,540 © 136 722 162.8 269.8
Almost every day 71,712 77.6 759 163.3 270.3
Calculator Use in Math Class

Never use 1,069 1.2 46.1 157.7 263.7
Hardly ever use 5,932 6.4 62.7 161.0 267.4
1-2 times per month 3,605 39 69.7 162.7 269.5
1-2 times per week 20,212 21.9 732 162.9 269.5
Almost every day 61,508 66.6 77.0 163.5 270.6

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 19. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 8 Students (continued)

Percent At or Average Average
Above Level III in Both Scale Score  Scale Score
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathematics
Computer Use at Home
Almost every day 10,187 . 11.0 74.1 163.0 270.1
1-2 times per week 20,190 219 81.8 165.1 272.8
1-2 times per month 23,441 25.4 83.2 165.1 272.6
Hardly ever 19,590 21.2 73.1 162.6 269.1
Never (owns computer) 6,566 7.1 62.9 160.3 266.1
No computer at home 12,385 13.4 55.5 158.7 264.4
Testing Cycle
Traditional, regular program 85,854 96.5 74.5 163.1 270.0
Year-round school 3,134 35 74.9 163.2 269.7
Antici 1 Math Grad
A 18,214 19.7 96.0 169.0 280.0
B 29,377 31.7 86.0 164.8 2723
C 24918 26.9 68.8 161.2 266.7
D 13,500 14.6 50.2 - 1583 262.8
F 6,641 7.2 344 156.1 260.0
Teacher Math Judgement
Level 4 29,581 32.0 98.3 169.2 280.2
Level 3 38,581 41.7 80.2 162.8 268.5
Level 2 18,246 19.7 41.5 157.1 261.0
Level 1 5,677 6.1 19.3 152.7 2573
Not clear example of any level 343 0.4 46.0 157.1 262.0
Student Took Makeup Test
Yes . 2,495 2.7 52.1 158.6 264.5
Misadministrati
Yes 361 0.4 61.5 160.0 267.1
Not eligible 51,924 56.9 84.1 165.3 2729
Reduced price 7,297 8.0 66.5 160.7 266.8
Free lunch 23,277 25.5 52.7 158.3 263.9
Information not available 7,547 8.3 81.8 164.5 271.7
School not participating 1,138 1.2 75.7 164.1 270.9

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading.
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 20. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 3 Goal Summary Report

Developmental Score =~ Number of # of Percent
Mean Observations* Items Correct**

READING (Average of Averages) 147.0 101,652 56"

GOAL 1! Use strategies and processes that enhance control
of communications skills development. 0

GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation,
and appli~ation of information. . 131 67.3

Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information
and ideas. 62 69.4

Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts

or generalizations. 50 64.7
Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and

concepts. 19 67.4

GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. 37 57.1
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) | 250.6 102,160 80

Math Calculator Inactive 72 67.7
Math Calculator Active 168 69.3
GOAL 1: Identify and use numbers to less than 10,000. 96 69.2

GOAL 2: Understand and use basic geometric properties
and standard units of measurement Co 72 68.6

GOAL 3: Understand classification, pattern, and
seriation. 36 622

GOAL 4: Understand data collection, display, and
interpretation. 36 75.0

NUMBER OF A B C
STUDENTS
TAKING FORM*** 34,143 34,155 33,862

Notes: TReading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions.
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
**Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O, P and Q from the 1992 curriculum.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 21. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 4 Goal Summary Report

Developmental Score = Number of # of Percent
Mean * Observations* Items Correct**
READING (Average of Averages) 150.3 99,717 65'

GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control
of communications skills development. 0

GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, .
and application of information. 159 65.5

Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information :
and ideas. 61 720

Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts
or generalizations. 71 60.9

Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and

concepts. 27 63.0

GCAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. 36 63.5
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 255.8 100,392 80

Math Calculator Inactive 72 66.1

Math Calculator Active 168 65.1

GOAL 1: Read, write, model, and compute with rational
numbers. 90 67.5

GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of
geometry and standard units of metric and

customary measurement 69 65.7
GOAL 3: Understand patterns and relationships 33 64.7
GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and
data analysis 48 61.5
NUMBER OF A B C
STUDENTS

TAKING FORM*** 33,654 33,345 33,393

Notes: TReading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions.
**Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
**“Percent Comect” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O, P and Q from the 1992 curriculum.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

115

ERIC | 137  3EST COPY AVAILABLE




Table 22. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 5 Goal Summary Report

Developmental Score = Number of # of Percent
Mean Observations*  Items Correct**
READING (Average of Averages) 156.0 99,639 65"

GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control
of communications skills development. 13 65.6

GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation,
and application of information. 130 72.4

Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information
and ideas. 59 77.0

Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts

or generalizations. 50 70.2

Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, expand on information, concepts. 21 64.6

GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. ‘ 52 63.2
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) - 260.0 100,226 80

Math Calculator Inactive 72 64.6

‘Math Calculator Active 168 58.7

GOAL 1: Understand and compute with rational numbers 96 69.8

GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of
geometry and standard units of metric and
customary measurement o 60 54.0

GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and elementary

algebraic representation 39 55.8
GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and

data analysis 45 534
NUMBER OF A B C
STUDENTS

TAKING FORM*** 33,719 33272 33,235

Notes: TReading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions.
**‘Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
*+“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
iterns for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms I, P and J from the 1992 curriculum.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 23. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 6 Goal Summary Report

Developmental Score =~ Number of # of Percent
Mean Observations*  Items Correct**
READING (Average of Averages) 156.7 100,079 65'

GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control
of communications skills development. 16 63.9

GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation,
and application of information. 149 66.9

Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information
and ideas. 49 72.5

Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts
or generalizations. 82 63.7

Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and

concepts. 18 66.1

GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysié and evaluation. 30 62.7
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 263.2 100,367 80

Math Calculator Inactive 72 63.4

Math Calculator Active 168 58.5

GOAL 1: Understand and compute with rational numbers 87 67.2

GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of
geometry and standard units of metric and
customary measurement 69 532

GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and algebraic
representations 42 57.7

GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and
data analysis 42 585

NUMBER OF A B C
STUDENTS
TAKING FORM*** 33,575 33,532 33,260

Notes: TReading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions.
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
**“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O, P and Q from the 1992 curriculum.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 24. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 7 Goal Summary Report

Developmental Score  Number of # of Percent
Mean Observations* Items Correct**
READING (Average of Averages) 159.9 96,945 66'

GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control
of communications skills development. 10 70.6

GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation,
and application of information. : _ 112 68.1

Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information
and ideas. 43 71.8

Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts
or generalizations. 66 65.4

Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and

concepts. | 3 73.7
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and
evaluation. 10 68.3
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 267.1 97,114 80
Math Calculator Inactive 48 51.8
Math Calculator Active 112 55.9
GOAL 1: Understand and compute with real numbers 48 62.4

GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of
geometry and standard units of metric and
customary measurement 28 54.1

GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and fundamental

algebraic concepts 40 55.6
GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and

data analysis 44 45.8
NUMBER OF A B
STUDENTS

TAKING FORM*** 48,797 48,317

Notes: 1\Reading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions.
**Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
**“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
*** Forms A and B refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O and P from the 1992 curriculum.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 25. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 8 Goal Summary Report

Developmental Score  Number of #of Percent
Mean Observations* Items Correct**
READING (Average of Averages) 163.1 93,305 68"

GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control
of communications skills development. 12 592

GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation,
and application of information. 102 69.1

Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information
and ideas. 38 75.1

Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts
or generalizations. 55 64.8

Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and

concepts. 9 702
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and
evaluation. 22 65.1
| MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 270.0 93,408 80
Math Calculator Inactive 48 454
Math Calculator Active 112 52.0
GOAL 1: Understand and compute with real numbers 74 46.0

GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of
geometry and standard units of metric and
customary measurement 40 51.7

GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and fundamental

algebraic concepts 22 559
GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and
data analysis 24 54.3
NUMBER OF A B
STUDENTS

TAKING FORM*** 46,895 46,513

Notes: TReading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions.
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
**“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
*** Forms A and B refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O and P from the 1992 curriculum.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 26. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 3 Reading
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 172
STUDENTS WITH 101,652
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 114
MEAN 147.0 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 158.69
DEVIATION 9.3 75 153.77
) 50 (MEDIAN) 147.55
VARIANCE 86.5 25 140.98
10 134.03
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE - CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE
SCORE - FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
172 27 101652 0.03 100.00 929
171 32 101625 0.03 99.97 99
170 53 101593 0.05 99.94 929
169 71 101540 0.07 99.89 99
168 159 101469 0.16 99.82 929
167 136 101310 0.13 99.66 99
166 615 101174 0.61 99.53 99
165 247 100559 0.24 98.92 929
164 1114 100312 1.10 98.68 98
163 391 99198 0.38 97.59 97
162 2183 98807 2.15 97.20 96
160 2711 ) 96624 2.67 95.05 94
159 3000 93913 2.95 92.39 91
158 938 90913 0.92 89.44 89
157 3517 89975 3.46 88.51 87
156 3743 86458 3.68 85.05 83
155 3770 82715 3.71 81.37 80
154 3703 78945 3.64 77 .66 76
153 3700 75242 3.64 74.02 73
152 3585 71542 3.53 70.38 69
151 4898 67957 4.82 66.85 65
150 5743 63059 5.65 62.03 60
149 3324 57316 3.27 56.38 56
148 3323 53992 3.27 53.11 53
147 5307 50669 5.22 49.85 49
146 3105 45362 3.05 44 .62 45
145 5848 42257 5.75 41 .57 41
144 2728 36409 2.68 35.82 37
143 4217 33681 4.15 33.13 34
142 2489 29464 2.45 28.99 31
141 2998 26975 2.95 26.54 28
140 2886 23977 2.84 23.59 25
139 2076 21091 2.04 20.75 23
138 2508 19015 2.47 18.71 20
137 1732 16507 1.70 16.24 18
136 2254 14775 2.22 14.53 16
135 1632 12521 1.61 12.32 14
134 1537 10889 1.51 10.71 12
133 1397 9352 1.37 9.20 11
132 855 7955 0.84 7.83 9
131 1315 7100 1.29 6.98 8
130 1182 5785 1.16 5.69 6
129 721 4603 0.71 4.53 5
128 628 3882 0.62 3.82 5
127 846 3254 0.83 3.20 4
126 675 2408 0.66 2.37 3
125 662 1733 0.65 1.70 2
124 397 1071 0.39 1.05 1
123 280 674 0.28 0.66 1
122 194 394 0.19 0.39 1
121 83 200 0.08 0.20 1
120 69 117 0.07 0.12 1
LESS THAN 120 48 48 0.05 0.05 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after Angust 2001 are not included in this table.
. Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 27. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 3 Mathematics
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 276
STUDENTS WITH 102,160
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 218
MEAN 250.6 2001 STATE SCALE
.- PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD ' 90 260.58
DEVIATION 7.7 75 255.95
50 (MEDIAN) 250.21
VARIANCE 60.0 25 245.15
10 240.66
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREOUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE

276 7 102160 0.01 100.00 - 99

275 41 102153 0.04 99.99 - 99

274 80 102112 0.08 99.95 99

273 210 102032 0.21 99.87 99

271 514 101822 0.50 99.67 99

269 206 101308 0.20 99.17 99

268 621 101102 0.61 98.96 99

267 756 100481 0.74 98.36 98

266 382 99725 0.37 97.62 97

265 1550 99343 1.52 97.24 96

264 1241 97793 1.21 95.73 95

263 . 528 - 96552 0.52 94.51 94

262 2034 96024 1.99 93.99 93

261 2216 93990 2.17 92.00 91

260 2424 91774 2.37 89.83 89

259 3332 89350 3.26 87.46 86

258 3609 86018 3.53 84.20 82

257 3762 82409 3.68 80.67 79

256 3668 78647 3.59 76.98 75

255 3771 74979 3.69 73.39 72

254 4658 71208 4.56 69.70 67

253 5469 66550 5.35 65.14 62

252 4709 61081 4.61 59.79 57

251 3734 56372 3.66 55.18 53

250 5282 52638 5.17 51.53 49

249 5817 47356 5.69 46.35 44

248 4696 41539 4.60 40.66 38

247 5833 36843 5.71 36.06 33

246 4019 31010 3.93 30.35 28

245 4177 26991 4.09 26.42 24

244 4174 22814 4.09 22.33 20

243 2845 18640 2.78 18.25 17

242 3079 15795 3.01 15.46 14

241 2966 12716 2.90 12.45 ’ 11

240 1987 9750 1.94 9.54 9

239 1688 7763 1.65 7.60 7

238 1771 6075 1.73 5.95 5

237 1589 4304 1.56 4.21 3

236 507 2715 0.50 2.66 2

235 816 2208 0.80 2.16 2

234 600 1392 0.59 1.36 1

233 238 792 0.23 0.78 1

232 276 554 0.27 0.54 1

231 102 278 0.10 0.27 1

230 61 176 0.06 0.17 1

229 63 115 0.06 0.11 1

228 19 52 0.02 0.05 1

227 7 33 0.01 0.03 1

226 7 26 0.01 0.03 1

225 6 19 0.01 0.02 1
LESS THAN 225 13 13 0.01 0.01 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.

Q Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 28. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 4 Reading
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 179
STUDENTS WITH = 99,717
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 118
MEAN 150.3 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 161.84
DEVIATION 9.3 75 157.07
- 50 (MEDIAN) 151.07
YVARIANCE 87.3 25 144.27
10 137.22
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY _FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
179 4 99717 0.00 100.00 99
177 12 99713 0.01 100.00 99
176 17 99701 0.02 99.98. 99
175 52 99684 0.05 99.97 99
173 87 99632 0.09 99.91 99
172 176 99545 0.18 99.83 99
171 167 99369 0.17 99.65 99
170 390 99202 0.39 99.48 99
169 336 98812 0.34 99.09 99
168 652 98476 0.65 98.76 99
167 930 97824 0.93 98.10 98
166 1096 96894 1.10 97.17 97
165 617 95798 0.62 96.07 97
164 2118 95181 2.12 95.45 96
163 1574 93063 1.58 93.33 94
162 2639 " 91489 2.65 91.75 92
161 2851 88850 2.86 89.10 90
160 3160 85999 3.17 86.24 87
159 3288 82839 3.30 83.07 84
158 3315 79551 3.32 79.78 81
157 3347 76236 3.36 76.45 78
156 4422 72889 4.43 73.10 74
155 3404 68467 3.41 68.66 70
154 4152 65063 4.16 65.25 66
153 4233 60911 4.25 61.08 62
152 5137 56678 5.15 56.84 57
151 3875 51541 3.89 51.69 53
150 3760 47666 3.77 47.80 49
149 4434 43906 4.45 44.03 45
148 3298 39472 3.31 39.58 41
147 4692 36174 4.71 36.28 37
146 2095 31482 2.10 31.57 33
145 4038 29387 4.05 29.47 30
144 1853 25349 1.86 25.42 27
143 3522 23496 3.53 23.56 24
142 1635 19974 1.64 20.03 22
141 2530 18339 2.54 18.39 19
140 2025 15809 2.03 15.85 17
139 1802 13784 1.81 13.82 15
138 1648 11982 1.65 12.02 13
137 1277 10334 1.28 10.36 11
136 1195 9057 1.20 9.08 10
135 1825 7862 1.83 7.88 8
134 1052 6037 1.05 6.05 7
133 962 4985 0.96 5.00 6
132 867 4023 0.87 4.03 4
131 778 3156 0.78 3.16 3
130 646 2378 0.65 2.38 3
129 531 1732 0.53 1.74 2
128 385 1201 0.39 1.20 1
127 278 816 0.28 0.82 1
126 257 538 0.26 0.54 1
125 152 281 0.15 0.28 1
124 52 129 0.05 0.13 1
LESS THAN 124 77 77 0.08 - 0.08 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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29. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Table
Grade 4 Mathematics
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 285
STUDENTS WITH 100,392
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 221
MEAN 255.8 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 266.86
DEVIATION 83 75 261.30
50 (MEDIAN) 255.41
VARIANCE 69.2 25 249.50
10 245.30
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
285 13 100392 0.01 100.00 99
284 14 100379 0.01 99.99 99
283 24 100365 0.02 99.97 99
282 43 100341 0.04 99.95 99
281 70 100298 0.07 99.91 99
280 207 100228 0.21 99.84 99
279 134 100021 0.13 99.63 99
277 359 99887 0.36 99.50 99
276 463 99528 0.46 99.14 99
275 277 99065 0.28 98.68 99
274 612 98788 0.61 98.40 98
273 816 98176 0.81 97.79 97
272 845 97360 0.84 96.98 97
271 908 96515 0.90 96.14 96
270 1687 95607 1.68 95.23 94
269 525 93920 0.52 93.55 93
268 1804 93395 1.80 93.03 92
267 1940 91591 1.93 91.23 90
266 2048 89651 2.04 89.30 88
265 2133 87603 2.12 87.26 86
264 3811 85470 3.80 85.14 83
263 3039 81659 3.03 81.34 80
262 2382 78620 2.37 78.31 77
261 4805 76238 4.79 75.94 74
260 2449 71433 2.44 71.15 70
259 4758 68984 4.74 68.71 66
258 4030 64226 4.01 63.98 62
257 4747 60196 4.73 59.96 58
256 4856 55449 4.84 55.23 53
255 4577 50593 4.56 50.40 48
254 4729 46016 4.71 45.84 43
253 4454 41287 4.44 41.13 39
252 4263 36833 4.25 36.69 35
251 4068 32570 4.05 32.44 30
250 3877 28502 . 3.86 28.39 26
249 3784 24625 3.77 24.53 23
248 4559 20841 4.54 20.76 18
247 3014 16282 3.00 16.22 15
246 2731 13268 2.72 13.22 12
245 2477 10537 2.47 10.50 9
244 2083 8060 2.07 8.03 7
243 1827 5977 1.82 5.95 5
242 1226 4150 1.22 4.13 4
241 809 2924 0.81 2.91 3
240 932 2115 0.93 2.11 2
239 322 1183 0.32 1.18 1
238 395 861 0.39 0.86 1
237 210 466 0.21 0.46 1
236 106 256 0.11 0.26 1
235 61 150 0.06 0.15 1
234 41 89 0.04 0.09 1
233 21 48 0.02 0.05 1
232 9 27 0.01 0.03 1
LESS THAN 232 18 18 0.02 0.02 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 30. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores
Grade 5 Reading :
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 181
STUDENTS WITH 99,639
VALID SCORES* LOWSCORE 126
MEAN 156.0 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 165.80
DEVIATION 82 75 161.87
50 (MEDIAN) 156.49
VARIANCE 67.1 25 150.94
10 144.95
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY __ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
181 4 99639 0.00 100.00 99 .
178 61 99635 0.06 100.00 99
176 170 99574 0.17 99.93 99
175 86 99404 0.09 99.76 99
174 252 99318 0.25 99.68 99
173 440 99066 0.44 99.42 99
172 427 98626 0.43 98.98 99
171 725 98199 0.73 98.55 99
170 678 97474 0.68 97.83 98
169 2108 96796 2.12 97.15 98
168 1535 94688 1.54 95.03 96
167 1212 93153 1.22 93.49 95
166 3227 91941 3.24 92.27 93
165 3590 88714 3.60 89.04 91
164 3945 85124 3.96 85.43 88
163 3936 81179 3.95 81.47 85
162 4007 77243 4.02 77.52 81
161 5169 73236 5.19 73.50 77
160 3942 68067 3.96 68.31 73
159 3760 64125 3.77 64.36 69
158 6061 60365 6.08 60.58 64
157 4454 54304 4.47 54.50 59
156 5437 49850 5.46 50.03 55
155 3912 44413 3.93 44 .57 49
154 4706 40501 4.72 40.65 45
153 4943 35795 4.96 35.92 41
152 4409 30852 4.42 30.96 36
151 2752 26443 2.76 26.54 32
150 3109 23691 3.12 23.78 29
149 3301 20582 3.31 20.66 26
148 2918 17281 2.93 17.34 22
147 1691 14363 1.70 14.42 19
146 1968 12672 1.98 12.72 17
145 1342 10704 1.35 10.74 15
144 1681 9362 1.69 9.40 13
143 1156 7681 1.16 7.71 11
142 1029 6525 1.03 6.55 10
141 749 5496 0.75 5.52 8
140 680 4747 0.68 4.76 7
139 642 4067 0.64 4.08 5
138 1005 3425 1.01 3.44 4
137 525 2420 0.53 2.43 4
136 455 1895 0.46 1.90 3
135 533 1440 0.53 1.45 2
134 291 907 0.29 0.91 1
133 240 616 0.24 0.62 1
132 186 376 0.19 0.38 1
131 105 190 0.11 0.19 1
130 58 85 0.06 0.09 1
LESS THAN 130 27 27 0.03 0.03 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 31. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 5 Mathematics
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 295
STUDENTS WITH 100,226
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 221
MEAN 260.0 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 273.14
DEVIATION 9.6 75 266.33
- 50 (MEDIAN) 259.52
VARIANCE 92,6 25 253.13
' 10 24798
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
295 22 100226 0.02 100.00 99
293 13 100204 0.01 99.98 99
291 65 100191 0.06 99.97 99
290 S0 100126 0.05 99.90 ° 99
288 147 100076 0.15 99.85 : 99
287 100 99929 0.10 99.70 99
286 227 99829 0.23 99.60 99
285 126 99602 0.13 99.38 99
284 202 99476 0.20 99.25 99
283 386 99274 0.39 99.05 99
282 492 98888 0.49 98.67 98
281 275 98396 0.27 98.17 98
280 583 98121 0.58 97.90 98
279 718 97538 0.72 97.32 97
278 718 96820 0.72 96.60 96
277 1240 96102 1.24 95.89 95
276 1384 194862 1.38 94.65 94
275 989 93478 0.99 93.27 93
274 1519 92489 1.52 92.28 92
273 2135 90970 2.13 90.76 90
272 1725 88835 1.72 88.63 88
271 1739 87110 1.74 86.91 86
270 1864 85371 1.86 85.18 84
269 1821 83507 1.82 83.32 82
268 3880 81686 3.87 81.50 80
267 1947 77806 1.94 77.63 77
266 4106 75859 4.10 75.69 74
265 2110 71753 2.11 71.59 71
264 4254 69643 4.24 69.49 67
263 2930 65389 2.92 . 65.24 64
262 3569 62459 3.56 62.32 61
261 4401 58890 4.39 58.76 57
260 4447 54489 4.44 54.37 52
259 2852 50042 2.85 49.93 49
258 3730 47190 3.72 47.08 45
257 - 4476 43460 4.47 43.36 41
256 4423 38984 4.41 38.90 37
255 4206 34561 4.20 34.48 32
254 4098 30355 4.09 30.29 28
253 3250 26257 3.24 26.20 25
252 3193 23007 3.19 22.96 . 21
251 3094 19814 3.09 19.77 18
250 3350 16720 3.34 16.68 15
249 2074 13370 2.07 13.34 12
248 2431 11296 2.43 +11.27 10
247 1790 8865 1.79 8.85 8
246 1598 7075 1.59 7.06 6
245 1724 5477 1.72 5.46 S
244 825 3753 0.82 3.74 3
243 738 2928 0.74 2.92 3
242 625 2190 0.62 2.19 2
241 482 1565 0.48 1.56 1
240 339 1083 0.34 1.08 1
239 235 744 0.23 0.74 1
238 181 509 0.18 0.51 1
237 146 328 0.15 0.33 1
236 80 182 0.08 0.18 1
235 25 102 0.02 0.10 1
234 27 77 0.03 0.08 1
233 23 50 0.02 0.05 1
232 16 27 0.02 0.03 1
LESS THAN 232 11 11 0.01 0.01 1
Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one itern on the test.
Q Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
E l C Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 32. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 6 Reading '
NUMBER OF IGH SCORE 183
STUDENTS WITH 100,079
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 124
MEAN 156.7 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 168.64
DEVIATION 9.6 75 163.96
50 (MEDIAN) 157.42
VARIANCE 924 25 150.40
10 143.36
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
183 17 100079 0.02 100.00 99
181 21 100062 0.02 99.98 99
180 94 100041 0.09 99.96 99
179 103 99947 0.10 99.87 99
178 155 99844 0.15 99.77 99
177 123 99689 0.12 99.61 99
176 573 99566 0.57 99.49 99
175 266 98993 0.27 98.91 99
174 902 98727 0.90 98.65 99
173 1047 97825 1.05 97.75 98
172 1238 - 96778 1.24 96.70 97
171 1498 95540 1.50 95.46 96
170 1549 94042 1.55 93.97 94
169 2827 92493 2.82 92.42 92
168 3057 89666 3.05 89.60 89
167 3258 86609 3.26 86 .54 87
166 3315 83351 3.31 83.29 84
165 3240 80036 3.24 79.97 80
164 3198 76796 3.20 76.74 77
163 3237 73598 3.23 73.54 73
162 3202 70361 3.20 70.31 69
161 4034 67159 4.03 67.11 65
160 5121 63125 5.12 63.08 61
159 2856 58004 2.85 57.96 56
158 4749 55148 4.75 55.10 52
157 4484 50399 4.48 50.36 48
156 3393 45915 3.39 45.88 43
155 3263 42522 3.26 42.49 39
154 3947 39259 3.94 39.23 36
153 3743 35312 3.74 35.28 32
152 2131 31569 2.13 31.54 29
151 4207 29438 4.20 29.41 26
150 2043 25231 2.04 25.21 23
149 3038 23188 3.04 23.17 21
148 2325 20150 2.32 20.13 18
147 2669 17825 2.67 17.81 16
146 1543 15156 1.54 15.14 14
145 1483 13613 1.48 13.60 13
144 1890 12130 1.89 12.12 11
143 1617 10240 1.62 10.23 9
142 1116 8623 1.12 8.62 8
141 1478 7507 1.48 7.50 7
140 978 6029 0.98 6.02 5
139 941 5051 0.94 5.05 4
138 856 4110 0.86 4.11 4
137 675 3254 0.67 3.25 3
136 651 2579 0.65 2.58 2
135 544 1928 0.54 1.93 1
134 408 1384 0.41 1.38 1
133 . 312 976 0.31 0.98 1
LESS THAN 133 664 664 0.66 0.66 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 33. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 6 Mathematics
NUMBER OF : HIGHSCORE 296
STUDENTS WITH 100,367
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 228
MEAN 263.2 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 276.76
DEVIATION 9.9 75 269.93
50 (MEDIAN)' 262.38
VARIANCE 98.2 25 255.96
10 250.86
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY _FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE

296 13 100294 0.01 100.00 99

294 54 100281 0.05 99.99 99

293 94 100227 0.09 99.93 99

291 233 100133 0.23 99.84 99

290 112 99900 0.11 99.61 99

288 583 99788 0.58 99.50 99

286 727 99205 0.72 98.91 99

284 923 98478 0.92 98.19 98

283 746 97555 0.74 97.27 97

282 376 96809 0.37 96.53 96

281 1215 96433 1.21 96.15 96

280 951 95218 0.95 94.94 94

279 1390 : 94267 1.39 93.99 93

278 1476 92877 1.47 92.60 92

277 1531 91401 1.53 91.13 90

276 1607 : 89870 1.60 89.61 89

275 2214 88263 2.21 88.00 87

274 2215 86049 2.21 85.80 85

273 1695 83834 1.69 83.59 83

272 2860 82139 2.85 81.90 80

271 2334 79279 2.33 79.05 78

270 3041 76945 3.03 76.72 75

269 3029 73904 3.02 73.69 72

268 3014 70875 3.01 70.67 69

267 3771 67861 3.76 67.66 66

266 3848 64090 3.84 63.90 62

265 2516 60242 2.51 60.07 59

264 3785 57726 3.77 57 .56 56

263 3305 53941 3.30 53.78 52

262 4028 50636 4.02 50.49 48

261 4005 46608 3.99 46.47 44

260 4843 42603 4.83 42.48 40

259 4085 37760 4.07 37.65 36

258 3428 33675 3.42 33.58 32

257 ’ 3328 30247 3.32 30.16 28

256 3454 26919 3.44 26.84 25

255 3872 23465 3.86 23.40 21

254 2475 19593 2.47 19.54 18

253 3561 17118 3.55 17.07 15

252 2211 13557 2.20 13.52 12

251 2066 11346 2.06 11.31 10

250 1984 9280 1.98 9.25 8

249 1727 7296 1.72 7.27 6

248 1361 5569 1.36 5.55 5

247 935 4208 0.93 4.20 4

246 825 3273 0.82 3.26 3

245 690 2448 0.69 2.44 2

244 511 1758 0.51 1.75 1

243 405 1247 0.40 1.24 1

242 313 842 0.31 0.84 1

241 202 529 0.20 0.53 1

240 116 327 0.12 0.33 1

239 109 211 0.11 0.21 1
LESS THAN 239 103 103 0.10 0.10 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 34. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scorés

Grade 7 Reading
NUMBER OF HIGHSCORE 183
STUDENTS WITH 96,945
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 126
MEAN 159.9 2001 STATE SCALE
N PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 170.39
DEVIATION 8.5 75 165.98
50 MEDIAN) 160.72
VARIANCE 726 25 154.60
10 148.58
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY _FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT — PERCENTILE
183 35 96945 0.04 100.00 99
181 178 96910 0.18 99.96 99
179 187 96732 0.19 99.78 99
178 258 96545 0.27 99.59 99
177 354 96287 0.37 99.32 99
176 480 95933 0.50 98.96 99
175 1277 95453 1.32 98.46 98
174 839 94176 0.87 97.14 98
173 945 93337 0.97 96.28 97
172 2203 92392 2.27 95.30 95
171 2605 . 90189 2.69 93.03 93
170 2908 87584 3.00 90.34 91
169 3151 84676 3.25 87.34 88
168 3428 81525 3.54 84.09 84
167 3525 78097 3.64 80.56 81
166 3573 74572 3.69 76.92 77
165 3531 70999 3.64 73.24 72
164 7163 67468 7.39 69.59 67
163 3456 60305 3.56 62.21 62
162 3338 56849 3.44 58.64 56
161 6453 53511 6.66 55.20 51
160 3035 47058 3.13 48.54 45
159 5627 44023 5.80 45.41 41
158 2775 ’ 38396 2.86 39.61 36
157 5051 35621 5.21 36.74 32
156 3392 30570 3.50 31.53 28
155 3252 27178 3.35 28.03 25
154 2938 23926 3.03 24.68 22
153 2832 20988 2.92 21.65 19
152 3307 18156 3.41 18.73 17
151 1490 14849 1.54 15.32 14
150 1966 13359 2.03 13.78 12
149 1846 11393 1.90 11.75 11
148 1155 9547 1.19 9.85 10
147 1004 8392 1.04 8.66 8
146 1318 7388 1.36 7.62 7
145 1194 6070 1.23 6.26 6
144 724 4876 0.75 5.03 5
143 678 4152 0.70 4.28 4
142 631 3474 0.65 3.58 3
141 568 2843 . 0.59 2.93 2
140 491 2275 0.51 2.35 2
139 397 1784 0.41 1.84 1
138 354 1387 0.37 1.43 1
137 466 1033 0.48 1.07 1
136 271 567 0.28 0.58 1
135 149 296 0.15 0.31 1
134 53 147 0.05 0.15 1
133 49 94 0.05 0.10 1
LESS THAN 133 45 45 0.05 0.05 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. Data received from LEAs and charter schools
after August 2001 are not included in this table. Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 35. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution_of Scale Scores

Grade 7 Mathematics -
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 305
STUDENTS WITH 97,114
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 231
MEAN 267.1 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 9% 281.96
DEVIATION 10.6 75 273.94
50 (MEDIAN) 266.07
VARJANCE 113.2 25 259.34
10 254.19
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
305 9 97060 0.01 100.00 99
304 14 97051 0.01 99.99 99
302 75 97037 0.08 99.98 99
300 55 96962 0.06 99.90 99
299 73 96907 0.08 99.84 99
298 : 116 ’ 96834 0.12 99.77 99
297 114 96718 0.12 99.65 99
295 285 96604 0.29 99.53 99
294 430 96319 0.44 99.24 99
292 509 95889 0.52 98.79 99
291 312 95380 0.32 98.27 98
290 280 95068 0.29 97.95 98
289 759 94788 0.78 97.66 97
288 771 94029 0.79 96.88 96
287 913 93258 0.94 96.08 96
286 539 92345 0.56 95.14 95
285 990 91806 1.02 94.59 94
284 1128 90816 1.16 93.57 93
283 1683 89688 1.73 92.40 92
282 1221 88005 1.26 90.67 90
281 1346 86784 1.39 89.41 89
280 1313 85438 1.35 88.03 87
279 1370 84125 1.41 86.67 86
278 2073 82755 2.14 85.26 84
277 2348 80682 2.42 83.13 82
276 1530 78334 1.58 80.71 80
275 2546 76804 2.62 79.13 78
274 2639 74258 2.72 76.51 75
273 2664 71619 2.74 73.79 72
272 2798 68955 2.88 71.04 70
271 2831 66157 2.92 68.16 67
270 4097 63326 4.22 65.24 63
269 2107 59229 2.17 61.02 60
268 4293 57122 4.42 58.85 57
267 2341 52829 2.41 54.43 53
266 4597 50488 4.74 52.02 S0
265 4689 45891 4.83 47.28 45
264 2425 41202 2.50 42.45 41
263 4721 38777 4.86 39.95 38
262 2369 34056 2.44 35.09 34
261 4632 31687 4.77 32.65 30
260 2262 27055 2.33 27.87 27
259 3332 24793 3.43 25.54 24
258 3245 21461 3.34 22.11 20
257 2140 18216 2.20 18.77 18
256 2043 16076 2.10 16.56 16
255 3799 14033 3.91 14.46 13
254 1735 10234 1.79 10.54 10
253 1586 8499 1.63 8.76 8
252 1452 6913 1.50 7.12 6
251 1255 5461 1.29 5.63 5
250 1074 4206 1.11 4.33 4
249 889 3132 0.92 3.23 3
248 306 2243 0.32 2.31 2
247 393 1937 0.40 2.00 2
246 519 1544 0.53 1.59 1
245 369 1025 0.38 1.06 1
244 263 656 0.27 0.68 1
243 178 393 0.18 0.40 1
242 86 215 0.09 0.22 1
241 54 129 0.06 0.13 1
240 10 75 0.01 0.08 1
239 22 65 0.02 0.07 1
238 26 43 0.03 0.04 1
LESS THAN 238 17 17 0.02 0.02 1
Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are

Q ] oot included in this table. Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 36. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 8 Reading
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 186
STUDENTS WITH 93,305
VALID SCORES* LOWSCORE 132
MEAN 163.1 2001 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 172.93
DEVIATION 8.1 75 168.48
50 (MEDIAN) 163.76
VARIANCE 64.9 25 158.20
. 10 152.36
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY _ PERCENT PERCENT_ . PERCENTILE
186 14 93305 0.02 100.00 99
184 69 93291 0.07 99.98 99
182 234 93222 0.25 99.91 99
181 231 92988 0.25 99.66 99
180 268 92757 0.29 99.41 99
179 405 92489 0.43 99.13 99
178 459 92084 0.49 98.69 99
177 1249 91625 1.34 98.20 98
176 729 90376 0.78 96.86 97
175 1960 89647 2.10 96.08 96
174 2235 . 87687 2.40 93.98 94
173 2606 85452 2.79 91.58 91
172 3004 82846 3.22 88.79 89
171 3121 79842 3.34 85.57 86
170 3262 76721 3.50 82.23 82
169 3352 73459 3.59 78.73 79
168 6889 70107 7.38 75.14 74
167 3370 63218 3.61 67.75 69
166 3353 59848 3.59 64.14 65
165 6418 56495 6.88 60.55 60
164 4610 50077 4.94 53.67 55
163 4463 45467 4.78 48.73 49
162 4079 41004 4.37 43.95 45
161 5142 36925 5.51 39.57 40
160 4496 31783 4.82 34.06 36
159 3094 27287 3.32 29.24 32
158 2895 24193 3.10 25.93 28
157 3468 21298 3.72 22.83 25
156 2282 17830 2.45 19.11 21
155 2619 15548 2.81 16.66 18
154 1256 12929 1.35 13.86 16
153 2201 11673 2.36 12.51 14
152 1005 9472 1.08 10.15 12
151 922 8467 0.99 9.07 11
150 1644 7545 1.76 8.09 9
149 790 5901 0.85 6.32 8
148 732 5111 0.78 5.48 7
147 719 4379 0.77 4.69 6
146 593 3660 0.64 3.92 5
145 880 3067 0.94 3.29 4
144 700 2187 0.75 2.34 3
143 392 1487 0.42 1.59 2
142 312 1095 0.33 1.17 2
141 259 783 0.28 0.84 1
140 309 524 0.33 0.56 1
139 83 215 0.09 0.23 1
138 69 132 0.07 0.14 1
137 28 63 0.03 0.07 1
136 14 35 0.02 0.04 1
LESS THAN 136 21 21 0.02 0.02 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 37. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores

Grade 8 Mathematics .
NUMBER OF IGH SCORE
STUDENTS WITH 93,408
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE
MEAN 2700 2001 STATE
PERCENTILES
STANDARD %
DEVIATION 11.0 75
50 (MEDIAN)
VARIANCE 119.9 25
10
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE
SCORE FREOUENCY  FREQUENCY  PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
310 2 93408 0.00 100.00
309 8 93406 0.01 100.00
307 20 93398 0.02 99.99
S 22 93378 0.02 99.97
305 50 93356 0.05 99.94
303 53 93306 0.06 99.89
302 79 -93253 0.08 99.83
301 169 93174 0.18 99.75
299 211 93005 0.23 99.57
297 291 92794 0.31 99.34
296 373 92503 0.40 99.03
295 405 92130 0.43 98.63
293 499 91725 0.53 98.20
292 587 91226 0.63 97.66
291 585 90639 0.63 97.04
290 726 90054 0.78 96.41
289 1151 89328 1.23 95.63
288 822 88177 0.88 94.40
287 1397 87355 1.50 93.52
286 988 85958 1.06 92.02
285 1064 84970 1.14 90.97
284 2234 83906 2.39 89.83
283 1158 81672 1.24 87.44
282 2400 80514 2.57 86.20
281 1359 78114 1.45 83.63
280 2686 76755 2.88 82.17
279 1377 74069 1.47 79.30
278 3014 72692 3.23 77.82
277 1573 69678 1.68 74.60
276 3184 68105 3.41 72.91
275 2495 64921 2.67 69.50
274 2605 62426 2.79 66.83
273 2633 59821 2.82 64.04
272 3647 57188 3.90 61.22
27 2869 53541 3.07 57.32
270 2956 50672 3.16 54.25
269 4212 47716 4.51 51.08
268 2130 43504 2.28 46.57
267 3254 41374 3.48 44.29
266 347 38120 3.72 40.81
265 3482 34649 3.73 37.09
264 3658 31167 3.92 33.37
263 3598 27509 3.85 29.45
262 2415 23911 2.59 25.60
261 2326 21496 2.49 23.01
260 2338 19170 2.50 20.52
259 2223 16832 2.38 18.02
258 2221 14609 2.38 15.64
257 2096 12388 2.24 13.26
256 1967 10292 2.11 11.02
255 1757 8325 1.88 8.91
254 1578 6568 1.69 7.03
253 1323 4990 1.42 5.34
252 1083 3667 1.16 3.93
251 424 2584 0.45 2.77
250 432 2160 0.46 2.31
249 668 1728 0.72 1.85
248 396 1060 0.42 1.13
247 285 664 0.31 0.71
246 174 379 0.19 0.41
245 45 205 0.05 0.22
244 52 160 0.06 0.17
243 45 108 0.05 0.12
242 37 63 0.04 0.07
241 11 26 0.01 0.03
240 3 15 0.00 0.02
LESS THAN 240 12 12 0.01 0.01

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 38. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 3 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading

State Mean Score’ | 2001 LEA Performance
159.5 Metrolina Regional**
15§.5 Quest Academy**
1535 Mountain Community**
1529 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City
1527 Summit Charter**
152.1 Cape Fear Center**
1519 Tiller School**
1515 Elkin City
151.3 Orange Co. Charter**
151.1 'Vance Charter**
1509 The Learning Center**
159.7 ‘Watauga
150.3 Polk, Wake
150.1 Avery, Carteret, Madison
149.9 Macon
149.5 Buncombe
149.3 Camden
149.1 Craven, Onslow, Union Academy**
1489 Cherokee, Clay, Currituck, Henderson, Millennium**, Mooresville City
148.7 Lincoln Charter**, Newton Conover City
148.5 Alleghany, Ashe, Kings Mountain City, Swain
1483 Burke, Davidson, River Mill Charter**, Transylvania, Yancey
148.1 Cabarrus, Davie, New Hanover
1479 Caldwell, Haywood, Moore, Mount Airy City, Rutherford, Union
147.7 Johnston, Pender
147.5 Asheville City, Brunswick, Dare, Lenoir, Orange, Sterling Montessori**, Washington Montessori**, Wilson
147.3 JCleveland, Roanoke Rapids City
2001 State 147.1 Alexander, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Franklin Academy**, Jones, Mitchell, Perquimans, Tyrrell, Wilkes
146.9 Arapahoe**, Beaufort, Chatham Charter**, Gaston, Gates, Pamlico, Person, Research Triangle**, Yadkin
146.7 Catawba, Greensboro Academy**, Iredell-Statesville
1999,2000 State 146.5 Clinton City, Cumberland, Guilford, Hamnett, Lincoln, McDowell, Nash-Rocky Mount, Phoenix Academy**,
Stokes, Surry, Wayne, Whiteville City, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
146.3 Granville, Randolph, Sampson, Stanly
146.1 Asheboro City, Caswell, Chatham, Jackson, Rowan-Salisbury
1998 State 1459 Brevard Academy**, Duplin, Pitt
145.7 Alamance-Burlington, Durham, Evergreen Community**, Lee, Rocky Mt Charter Public**, Shelby City
1455 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Graham, Hickory City, Kannapolis City, Rockingham
145.1 American Renaissance**, Columbus, STARS **
144.9 Lexington City
144.7 Martin, Maureen Joy**, Robeson
144.5 Franklin, Scotland
1997 State 144.1 Edenton/Chowan, Greene
1996 State 1439 East Wake Academy**
143.7 Edgecombe, Vance
1995 State 1435 Halifax, Hoke, Montgomery, Northampton, Piedmont Community**, Richmond
143.3 Bladen, Hyde
143.1 Englemann**
1993,1994 State 1429 Thomasville City
142.5 Anson, Bertie, Bethel Hill**, Bridges**, Warren
142.3 |Community Charter**
1419 Forsyth Academies**
141.5 Francine Delany**, Hertford
140.9 S.B. Howard**, SPARC Academy**, Washingtor
140.7 Children’s Village Academy*’
140.5 Dillard Academy**, Village Charter**
140.3 Weldon City
1399 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**, Success Institute**
1385 Rowan Academy**
138.1 C.G. Woodson**
1379 Healthy Start**
137.7 Sugar Creek**
136.9 Omuteko Gwamaziima**
136.7 Northeast Raleigh**
136.5 Turning Point**
135.1 Carter Community **
1349 East Winston Primary**
1345 Harnett Early Childhood**, Stanly Co. Community**
* Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**

Notes: "Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
Data reccived from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 39. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Mulﬁple-Chdice Test Results
Grade 3 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics

State*** Mean Score’ | 2001 LEA Performance
264.1 Metrolina Regional**
263.7 Quest Academy**
255.9 Chape] Hill-Carrboro City
2549 Elkin City
. 2543 'Watauga
254.1 Mountain Community**
2539 Madison, Wake
2535 Carteret
2529 Polk
2527 Ashe
2525 Avery, Cupe Fear Center,** Cherokee, Henderson, Macon, New Hanover
2523 Vance Charter**
252.1 Buncombe, Cabarrus, Moore, Mooresville City, Roanoke Rapids City, Tiller School**
251.9 Currituck, Millennium,** Onslow, Orange Co. Charter,** Union
251.7 Johnston
251.5 Craven, Davidson, Davie, Haywood, Surry, Yadkin, Yancey
251.3 Brunswick, Camden, Jackson, Tyrrell
251.1 Alleghany, Newton Conover City, Orange, Pamlico, Pender, Swain, Union Academy**
2509 Burke, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Clay, Gates, Kings Mountain City, Lee, Lenoir, Mount Airy City, Randolph, Summit Charter,**
'Whiteville City
2001 State 250.7 Alamance-Burlington, Jones, Rutherford
2505 Asheboro City, Asheville City, Beaufort, Caldwell, Chatham, Cleveland, Cumberland, Dare, Gaston, Harnett, Person, Stanly, Transylvania, Wilke:
2503 Alexander, Guilford, The Learning Center,** Wayne¢
2000 State 250.1 Greensboro Academy,** Iredell-Statesville, Lincoln, Lincoln Charter,** Mitchell, Stoke
249.9 Durham, Nash-Rocky Mount, Sampson, Wilson, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
249.7 Caswell, Chatham Charter,** Clinton City, Hickory City, Perquimans
249.5 Catawba, Franklin Academy,** Granville, Pitt, Rowan-Salisbury, Shelby City
2493 Columbus, Duplin .
1997,1998,1999 State 249.1 Graham, Rocky Mt Charter Public**
2489 Arapahoe,** Brevard Academy,** Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Kannapolis City, McDowell, Robesor
248.7 Martin, Rockingham
248.5 East Wake Academy,** Lexington City, River Mill Charter,** Scotlanc
2483 Sterling Montessori**
1995,1996 State 248.1 Franklin, Hyde
247.9 Phoenix Academy,**Piedmont Community,** Vance
2477 Bladen, Edenton/Chowan, Hoke, Montgomery
247.5 Edgecombe, Englemann,** Greene, Village Charter,** Warrep
2473 Richmond, Washington Montessori**
1993,1994 State 247.1 Evergreen Community,** Thomasville City
246.9 American Renaissance**
246.7 Bertie, STARS**
246.5 Anson, Bridges,** Halifax, Northampton
246.3 {Forsyth Academies**
2459 ‘Weldon City
245.7 Hertford
245.1 C.G. Woodson,** Francine Delany,** Maureen Joy,** Research Triangle*:
2449 S.B. Howard,** Washington
2445 Bethe] Hill**
2443 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**
244.1 Success Institute**
243.1 Children’s Village Academy*
2429 ° |Community Charter,** Healthy Start**
2425 SPARC Academy**
2419 Carter Community**
2409 Rowan Academy,** Turning Point**
240.7 Dillard Academy**
240.1 Northeast Raleigh**
239.7 Sugar Creek**
239.5 [East Winston Primary,** Hamett Early Childhood,** Stanly County Community**
238.1 Omuteko Gwamaziima**
* Crossnore Academy,** Grandfather Academy**

Notes: tMean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 40. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 4 Mean Scale Score by LEA - ReadinJg

State Mean Score’ | 2001 LEA Performance

160.9 Magellan**, Metrolina Regional**
160.1 Quest Academy**
15]_.9 Tiller School**
15ﬁ.7 Chape] Hill-Carrboro City
155.5 Brevard Académy**
1553 Clay
1549  |Franklin Academy**, STARS**, Wataug:
1547 Orange Co. Charter**
15ft.5 Cape Fear Center**
154.1 Elkin City, Union Academy**, Wake
153.9 Arapahoe**
1535 Cherokee, Greensboro Academy**, Phoenix Academy**
1533 River Mill Charter**, Summit Charter**
153.1 Currituck, Dare, Francine Delany**, Henderson, Pamlico
1529 Avery, Buncombe, Camden, Chatham Charter**, Transylvania, Yancey
152.7 Lincoln Charter**, Macon
1525 Carteret, Haywood, Onslow, Polk
1523 Evergreen Community**, Orange
152.1 Kings Mountain City, New Hanover
151.9 Bethel Hill**, Craven, Mitchell, Swain
1515 Ashe, Burke, Cabarrus, Caldwell, Madison, Millennium**, Mount Airy City, Sterling Montessori**
151.3 Davidson, Johnston, Roanoke Rapids City
151.1 Catawba, Davie, Rutherford, Wilson
150.9 Alexander, Cleveland, Mooresville City
150.7 Alleghany, Union

2001 State 150.5 Clinton City, Gates, Hickory City, Jackson, Lenoir, Moore, Newton Conover City, Wilkes, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
150.3 Brunswick, Nash-Rocky Mount, Pender
150.1 Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Mountain Community**, Yadkin

2000 State 149.9 Alamance-Burlington, Durham, Guilford, Stanly
149.7 Iredell-Statesville, Rockingham

1998,1999 State 149.5 /American Renaissance**, Ashebaro City, Asheville City, Chatham, Cumberland, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank,
|Gaston, Harnent, Kannapolis City, Lee, Lincoln, McDowell, Person, Shelby City, Stokes, Surry

1493 Randolph
149.1 Graham, Rowan-Salisbury, Vance Charter**

1996 State 148.9 Duplin, East Wake Academy**, Edenton/Chowan, Forsyth Academies**, Hyde, Pitt, Sampson, Tyrrell,

Village Charter**, Wayne

1997 State 148.5 Bridges**, Granville, Perquimans, The Learning Center**, Whiteville City
148.1 Beaufort, Children’s Village Academy**, Franklir

1994 State 147.9 [Grandfather Academy**, Greene, Jones, Scotland

1995 State 147.7
1475 Caswell, Columbus, Englemann**, Halifax
147.3 Bladen

1993 State 147.1
146.9 ‘Community Charter**, Hoke
146.7 Edgecombe, Robeson
146.5 Martin, Thomasville City, Vance
146.3 Bertie, S.B. Howard**
146.1 Northampton, Warren
145.9 Hertford, Lexington City, Montgomery, Richmond
1455 'Washington
145.1 Anson, Rocky Mt Charter Public**
144.9 Harnett Early Childhood**
144.1 Success Institute**
143.7 Maureen Joy**
1433 SPARC Academy**, Weldon City
1429 Piedmont Community**
1425 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**, Sugar Creek**
141.3 Northeast Raleigh**

- 1411 Rowan Academy**
140.7 Research Triangle**
140.5 Healthy Start**, Turning Point**
14Q.1 Carter Community**
1383 C.G. Woodson**
132.1 Omuteko Gwamaziima**
* iCrossnore Academy**, Woods Charter**

Noics: TMean scaic scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.

*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 41. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 4 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics

State*** Mean Score’ 2001 LEA Performance

2673 Magellan**
267.1 Quest Academy**

2635  |Metrolina Regional**
2621  |Chapel Hill-Carrboro City

2603 Brevard Academy**

260.1 Clay

259.9 ‘Watauga

259.7 Tiller School**

259.5. |Elkin City

259.3 Arapahoe**

259.1 'Wake

258.9 Kings Mountain City, Polk

258.7 Orange Co. Charter**

258.5 Camden, Madison, Yancey

2583 Currituck, Union Academy**

258.1 Cherokee, New Hanowc.

2579 Carteret, Henderson, Macon, Transylvania

2577 Cape Fear Center**, Dare

2575 Buncombe, Roanoke Rapids City

2573 Avery, Cabarrus, Cleveland

257.1 Chatham Charter**, Francine Delany**, Franklin Academy*

256.9 Davidson, Onslow, Orange, Pamlico, Rutherfor¢

256.7 Alamance-Burlington, Ashe, Haywood, Hickary City

256.5 Craven, Davie, Greensboro Academy**, Johnston, Mount Airy City, Union, Wilkes, Yadkis
256.3 Caldwell, Lincoin

256.1 Catawba, Kannapolis City, Moore, Mooresville City, Mountain Community**, Pender, Surr
2001 State 2559  |Alleghany, Burke, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Lee, Lincoln Charter**, Mitchell, Nash-Rocky Mount, Wilso:
255.7 Durham, Guilford, Swain, Winston-Salem/Forsytl

255.5 Gaston, Jackson, Newton Conover City, Person

255.3 Cumberland

2000 State 255.1 Chatham, Duplin, Gates, Lenoir, Randolph, River Mill Charter*’

2549 Alexander, Brunswick, Clinton City, Harnett, Millennium**, Rowan-Salisbury, Stanly, Stokes, Village Charter*
2547 Iredell-Statesville

2545 Asheboro City, Columbus, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Phoenix Academy**, Rockingham, STARS**, Whiteville Cii
2543 Asheville City, Granville, McDowell, Summit Charter**, Waym

1998,1999 State 254.1 Beaufort, Perquimans, Pitt, Sampsor

2539 Bertie, Franklin, Graham, Jones, Scotland, Shelby City, The Learning Center**, Tyrre]
253.7 Bethel Hill** N

2535 Caswell, Evergreen Community**, Forsyth Academies*'

2533 Bladen, Vance

1997 State 253.1 Edenton/Chowan, Greene, Robeson

2529 Halifax, Martin

2525 Hyde, Lexington City

2523 S.B. Howard**

1996 State 252.1 Hertford, Hoke

2519 American Renaissance**, Anson, Edgecombe, Richmonc

2517 Englemann®*

2515 Community Charter**, Northampton, Success Institute**, Vance Charter**, Washingto
2513 Montgomery

1995 State 251.1 Sterling Montessori**, Warrer

250.9 Thomasville City

250.5 East Wake Academy**, Weldon City

1994 State 250.1 Maureen Joy**
2499 Bridges**, Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**, Piedmont Community*
1993 State 249.1 '

248.9 Children’s Village Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Rocky Mt Charter Public?
248.5 Harnett Early Childhood**, Rowan Academy®*’

15 Healthy Start**
2413 SPARC Academy**
7.1 C.G. Woodson**, Northeast Raleigh**

246.5 Research Triangle**
246.1 Turning Point**
2459 Carter Community**
2449 Sugar Creek**

2441 Omuteko Gwamaziima**
* Crossnore Academy**, Woods Charter**

Notes: TMean scale scoTes are ed up to the ncarest two-tenths of a poit. .
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
*#+State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study.
Data received from LEAs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 42. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 5 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading

State Mean Score' 2001 LEA Performance

167.9 Metrolina Regional**
164.7 Cape Fear Center**
164.3 Magellan**
161.5 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Lake Norman®**
161.1 Mountain Community**
160.9 Francine Delany**, Quest Academy**
159.7 Watauga
159.3 Camden
159.1  JAvery, Wake
158.7 Transylvania
158.5 Buncombe, Dare, Henderson, Macon, Polk
158.3 Clay
157.9 Carteret, Currituck, Davie, Elkin City, Greensboro Academy**, Haywood, Lincoln Charter**, Mount Airy City, Onslow, River Mill Charter**
157.7 Evergreen Community** :
157.5 Cabarrus, Swain
157.3 Madison
157.1 |craven, Davidson, Kings Mountain City, New Hanover, Summit Charter**, Yancey
156.9 Alleghany, Ashe, Caldwell, Cherokee, Franklin Academy**, Gates, Moore, Orange
156.7 Burke, Newton Conover City, Pamlico
156.5 Alexander, Brunswick, Catawba, Johnston, Person, Rutherford, Union, Wilkes, Wilson
156.3 [Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Mitchel}

2001 State 156.1 Asheville City, Chatham, Hickory City, Lenoir, Mooresville City, Rowan-Salisbury, Yadkin
155.9 Alamance-Burlington, Arapahoe**, Guilford, Lincoln, Nash-Rocky Mount, Pender, Randolph, Stokes, Surry, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
155.7 Bridges**, Iredell-Statesville

2000 State 155.5 Cleveland, Graham, Lee, Phoenix Academy**, Stanly
155.3 Gaston, Jackson, McDowell
155.1 Brevard Academy**, Cumberland, Tiller School**
154.9 Asheboro City, Clinton City, Duplin, East Wake Academy**, Greene, Jones, Perquimans, Pitt, Roanoke Rapids City, Rockingham,

Sampson, Village Charter**
154.7 Harnett, Wayne, Whiteville City
1998,1999 State 1545 Beaufort, Bethel Hill**, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Franklin, Kannapolis City, Orange Co. Chaster**, Scotland, Shelby City, Tyrmell

154.3 Durham
154.1 Edenton/Chowan, Sterling Montessori**
153.9 Caswell, Community Charter**, Forsyth Academies**, Halifax
153.5 American Renaissance**, Bladen, Hyde, Richmond

1997 State 153.1 Granville, Rocky Mt Charter Public**
1529 Columbus, Lexington City, Martin, Northampton, S.B. Howard**
152.7 Warren

1995 State 1525 Hoke, Vance
152.3 Vance Charter**

1996 State 152.1 Bertie, MAST**, Montgomery, Robeson

1994 State 151.9
151.7 Piedmont Community**, Washington

1993 State 1515 Edgecombe, Englemann**
151.3 Anson
151.1 Hertford, Thomasville City
1509 Healthy Start**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**, Weldon City, Woods Charter**
150.5 Children’s Village Academy*’
150.3 Carter Community**, Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**
149.9 Chatham Charter**, Maureen Joy**
149.5 C.G. Woodson**
148.9 The Leamning Center**
1485 SPARC Academy**
147.9 Northeast Raleigh**
141.5  |Tumning Point**
147.1 Sugar Creek**
146.3 |JRowan Academy**
145.9 Harnett Early Childhood**
145.5 STARS**
1439 Grandfather Academy**

* JCrossnore Academy**, Research Triangle**, Success Institute**

Notes: "Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 43. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 5 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics

State*** Mean Score’ 2001 LEA Performance

7767 |Meuolina Regional*®

2719 |Magellan*

2705 |Quest A o

2701 |Cape Fear Center**

268.5 Lake Norman**

2673  |Chapel Hill-Camrboro City
2655  |Francine Delany**

2639 Transylvania, Wake, Watauga
263.5  |Mount Airy City, Polk

263.1 Avery
262.9 Elkin City
2627 Davie

262.5 Henderson

262.3 Buncombe, New Hanover

262.1 Dare, Yancey :

2619 Ashe, Cabarrus, Greensbero Academy**

261.7 Carteret, Kings Mountain City, Macon, Summit Charter**, Sum
261.5 Alamance-Burlington, Arapahoe**, Orange, Unior

261.1 Alleghany, Hickory City, Lincoln, Persor

260.9 Camden, Catawba, Cherokee, Currituck, Haywood, Moore, Mountain Community**, Newton Conover City, Onslov
260.7 Davidson, Graham, Lee, Madison

260.5 Cleveland, Craven, Guilford, Johnston, Mooresville City, Randolpt .

260.3 Caldwell, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Pamlico, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherfor¢

2001 State 260.1  {Lenoir, River Mill Charter**, Rowan-Salisbury, Swain, Wilke:

259.9 Beaufort, Burke, Iredell-Statesville, Pender, Perquimans, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yadkis
259.7 Asheville City, Chatharr

259.5 Brunswick, Cumberland, Gaston, Lincoln Charter**, Wilsos

259.3 Clay

1999,2000 State 259.1  [Clinton City, Franklin Academy**, Nash-Rocky Moun

258.9 Alexander, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Stokes

2587  JAsheboro City, McDowell

258.5 Brevard Academy**, Duplin, Durham, Evergreen Community**, Halifax, Jackson, Pitt, Shelby City, Whiteville Ci
258.3 Jones

258.1 Gates, Greene, Rockingham, Sampson, Stanly, Wayne

2519 Caswell, Harnett, Kannapolis City, Lexington City, Tyrrel

257.7 S.B. Howard**

257.5 Chatham Charter**, Scotlan¢

257.3 East Wake Academy**, Franklir

257.1 Vance

256.9 Bladen, Columbus, Hyde, Mitchell, Rocky Mt Charter Public**

256.7 'Vance Charter**

256.5 Bertie, Edenton/Chowan, Martin, Phoenix Academy**, Richmon¢

256.3 Forsyth Academies**, Tiller School**, Village Charter**, Warre:

1998 State 256.1
2559 Bridges**, Granville, Robesor
255.7  fHoke
1997 State 255.1 Anson, Montgomery, Northampton, Piedmont Community*‘

254.9 American Renaissance**, Sterling Montessori**, Washingtor
254.5 Orange Co. Charter**

1996 State 2541  |Weldon City
2539  |Bethel Hill**, Edgecombe, Hertford, Thomasville Cit;

2535 Maureen Joy**
2533 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**

1995 State 253.1 Englemann**, MAST*
252.5 C.G. Woodson**, Healthy Start**
1994 State 252.1

2519 The Learning Center**
251.5 Community Charter**
2513 Carter Comnmunity**, SPARC Academy**, Woods Charter®:
1993 State 251.1
2509 Children’s Village Academy*:
2499 Northeast Raleigh**
2493 Turning Point*!
249.1 Sugar Creek**
2489 Grandfather Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima*
24.§.5 Rowan Academy**, STARS**
2469 Harnett Early Childhood**
* Crossnore Academy**, Research Triangle**, Success Institute®

Notes: tMean scale scores are rounded up to the pearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
#+#State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study.
Data received from LEAs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDP1 Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section
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Table 44. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results '
Grade 6 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading

State Mean Score’ 2001 LEA Performance
169.3 Metrolina Regional**
165.1 Magellan**, Quest Academy**
164.7 Exploris**
163.7 Chapel Hitl-Carrboro City
162.5 Orange Co. Charter**, Transylvania
162.1 Francine Delany**, Lake Norman**
161.9 'Watauga
"161.3 Mountain Community**
160.9 Tiller School**
160.5 Clay, Currituck, Elkin City, Henderson, Mount Airy City, Thomas Jefferson**
160.1 Cherokee
159.9 Brevard Academy**, Dare, Greensboro Academy**, Wake
159.5 Ashe, Camden, Franklin Academy**, Woods Charter**
159.3 Macon, Polk
159.1 Alleghany, Buncombe, Sterling Montessori**
158.9 Avery, Cabarrus, McDowell, Moore, Yancey
158.7 Davie, Haywood, Summit Charter**
158.5 Davidson, Graham, Johnston, Kings Mountain City, Onslow, River Mill Charter**, Stanly, Union, Village Charter**
158.3  |Carteret, Madison, Pamlico
158.1 Evergreen Community**, Mooresville City, New Hanover
157.9 Burke, Jackson, Swain
157.7 Catawba
1575 Bridges**, Caldwell, Chatham, Gates, Pender, Surry, Wilkes, Yadkin
157.1 Craven, Orange, Rutherford

1999,2001 State 1§§.9
2000 State 156.5

156.3
156.1

1998 State 155.9
1997 State 155.7
1996 State 15_§.5

155.1
154.9
154.7

1994,1995 State 154.5
1993 State 154.1

1539
153.5
1533
152.9
152.5
152.1
151.9
151.7
151.5
1509
150.5
1503
1499
1493
149.1
1489
1485
147.5
1467
1435

=

Alexander, Arapahoe**, Downtown Middle**, East Wake Academy**, Guilford, S.B. Howard**, Wilson, Winston-Salem/Forsyt}
Asheboro City, Bethel Hill**, Hyde, Perquimans, Person, Randolph, Tyrrell
Iredell-Statesville, Roanoke Rapids City

|Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Cleveland, Cumberiand, Lincoln, Mitchell, Stokes

Harnett, Kestrel Heights**, Lenoir, Lincoln Charter**, Newton Conover City, Pitt, Rowan-Salisbury, Shelby City
Alamance-Burlington, Asheville City, Brunswick, Duplin

Gaston, Hickory City, MAST**, Nash-Rocky Mount, Wayne, Whiteville City

Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Rockingham, Vance Charter**

Caswell, Durham, Granville, Kannapolis City, Lee, Richmond, Rowan Academy**, Sampson
IClinton City, Forsyth Academies**

American Ren. Middle**, Beaufort, Columbus, Franklin

Edenton/Chowan, Scotland

Bethany Community**, Englemann**, Greene, Jones

Bladen, Hoke

Rocky Mt Charter Public**, Thomasville City

WChildxen's Village Academy**, Halifax, Lexington City, Montgomery, Robesor

Anson, Chatham Charter**, Hertford

Northampton

Edgecombe, Martin

'Warren

The Learning Center**, Washington

Northeast Raleigh**, SPARC Academy**, Vance

Alpha Academy** A

Tuming Point**

Bertie, Quality Education**

Carter Community**

Sugar Creek**

Imani Institute**

|c.G. Woodson**, Weldon City

Omuteko Gwamaziima**

Provisions Academy**

CIS Academy**

Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Hamert Early Childhood**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**

Q

Notes: "Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 45. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 6 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics

State*** Mean Score’ 2001 LEA Performance

7791 |Motrolina Regional*®
2755 |Quest Academy*s

2751  [Magellan**

2711 |Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Orange Co. Charter®*
2701 Transylvania

269.5 Exploris**, Francine Delany*’
269.3 Kings Mountain City
269.1 Lake Narman**

2685 |Thomas Jefferson**

2679 Watauga

2673 |Henderson

266.9 Elkin City, Greensboro Academy**, Tiller School**

266.5 Buncombe, Currituck, Mountain Community**, Yance;
266.3 Brevard Academy**, Mount Airy Cis

266.1 Ashe, Cabarrus, Camden, Franklin Academy**, Wake
265.9 Cherokee, Dare, Madison, Polk, Union

265.7 Pamlico

265.5 Avery, Moare, Yadkin

2653 Haywood, New Hanover

265.1 Alleghany, Davie, Stanly

2649 Clay, Davidson, Johnston, Kestrel Heights**, Macor

264.5  [Burke, Hyde, Lincoln, Wilkes

2643 Cleveland

264.1 Arapahoe**, McDowell, Onslow, Pender, Surry

263.9 Alexander, Caldwell, Chatham, East Wake Academy**, Jackson, Shelby City

263.7 Carteret, Catawba, Newton Conover City, Orange, Summit Charter**

263.5 Bethel Hill**, Gaston, Gates, Graham, Iredell-Statesville, Lee, Stokes, Winston-Salem/Forsyt!
2001 State 263.3
263.1 Asheboro City, Bethany Community**, Lenoir, Person, Tyrrell, Vance Charter*

262.9 Alamance-Burlington, Craven, Mooresville City, Perquimans, Randolph, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherfor:
262.7 Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Village Charter**

262.5 Guilford, Harnett, Pitt, Rowan-Salisbury, Wilsor

1999,2000 State 262.1 Brunswick, Caswell, Cumberland, Whiteville City

261.9 Kannapolis City, Wayne

261.7 MAST**, Nash-Rocky Mount

261.5 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Rockinghan

261.3 Sampson

1998 State 261.1 Asheville City, Downtown Middle**, Edenton/Chowar

260.9 Greene, Hickory City, Jones, Richmond, Sterling Montessari**, S wair
2607 Bladen, Columbus, Durharr

260.5 Beaufort, Duplin, Franklin, Hoke, Mitchel

260.3 Granville

260.1 Clinton City, Evergreen Community**, Forsyth Academies**, River Mill Charter*
259.9 Englemann**, Montgomery, S.B. Howard**, Scotland, Thomasville Cit

259.5 Anson, Robeson

1997 State 2591  |Halifax, Lincoln Charter**
2589  |Chatham Charter**, Martin

258.5 [Edgecombe, Hertford

1996 State 258.1 Northampton, Rowan Academy**
2579 The Learning Center**, Washingtor
2577 Lexington City, Woods Charter**
2575 Bertie, Vance

2573 Rocky Mt Charter Public**
1994,1995 State 257.1

256.9 ‘Warren
256.5 Bridges**
1993 State 256.1

2559 Northeast Raleigh**, Weldon City

255.1 American Ren. Middle**, C.G. Woodson**

2549 Children’s Village Academy®

254.7 Turning Point**

254.5 Sugar Creek**

254.1 Alpha Academy**, Carter Cominunity*:

2539 CIS Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima®**, Quality Education*

253.1 Imani Institute**, SPARC Academy*’

2509  |Provisions Academy**
* Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Harnett Early Childhood**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**

Notes: tMean scale scores are d up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study.
Data received from LEAs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 46. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 7 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading

1999,2001 State 159.9

159.7
159.5
159.3

1998 State 159.1
158.9
158.7
158.5
1997 State 158.3
1995 State 158.1
1996 State 157.9
157.7
1994 State 157.5
157.3
1993 State 157.1
156.9
156.5
156.3
156.1
155.9
155.5
155.3
154.9
154.7
154.5

154.1

153.9

153.5

152.5

146.3

1429
.

State Mean Score’ 2001 LEA Performance
1§§.3 Exploris**
1677 |Quest Academy**
1§6.9 Magellan**
165.9 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Francine Delany**
1§4.7 Transylvania
164.3 Watauga
164.1 Ashe, Lake Norman**
163.9 |Camden, Mountain Community**
1§§.5 Mount Airy City
162.9 Wake
162.7 Clay, Franklin Academy**
162.5 Avery, Cherokee, Orange Co. Charter**, Woods Charter**
162.3 Buncombe
162.1 Dare, Henderson, Kestrel Heights**, Yancey
161 9 Asheville City, Mooresville City, Newton Conover City
161.5 Alleghany, Carteret, Currituck, Elkin City, Jackson, Mitchell, Onslow, Polk
161.3 |Cabarrus, Chatham, Stanly
161.1 Asheboro City, Caldwell, Catawba, Craven, Davie, Haywood, Johnston, New Hanover
160.9 Davidson, Downtown Middle**, Graham, Macon, Orange, Rutherford, Surry, Union, Wilkes
160.7 Swain
160.5 Brevard Academy**, Burke, Clinton City, Madison, McDowell, Moore, Summit Charter**, Village Charter**
2000 State 160.3 Arapahoe**, Chatham Charter**, Pender
160.1 Kings Mountain City, Person, Pitt

Brunswick, Cumberland, Guilford, Hyde, Lenoir, River Mill Charter**, Thomas Jefferson**,
Vance Charter**, Whiteville City, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yadkin

Edenton/Chowan, Evergreen Community**, Shelby City

Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Granville, Hickory City, Lincoln Charter**, Nash-Rocky Mount, Rockingham
Cleveland, Duplin, East Wake Academy**, Harnett, Iredell-Statesville, Pamlico, Randolph,
Rowan-Salisbury, Sterling Montessori**, Wilson

Stokes

Alamance-Burlington, Alexander, Gaston, Gates, Roanoke Rapids City

Lee

American Ren. Middle**, Beaufort, Jones, Lincoln, Perquimans, Sampson, Wayne

Durham, Scotland

Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Franklin, Richmond

Biaden

Greene, Kannapolis City

Alpha Academy**, Anson, Caswell, Columbus, The Learning Center**, Tyrrell

Hoke

Martin, Montgomery, Rocky Mt Charter Public**

C.G. Woodson**, Imani Institute**, Warren
Quality Education**

Halifax, Northampton

Robeson, S.B. Howard**

Hertford, Lexington City, Thomasville City
Edgecombe

Carter Community**, MAST**
Bethany Community**, Weldon City
CIS Academy**

Bertie, SPARC Academy**, Washington
Vance

Provisions Academy**
Crossnore Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**
Success Academy**

Lift Academy**
Bridges**, Grandfather Academy**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**

Notes: 'Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 47. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 7 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics

State*** Mean Score' 2001 LEA Performance
280.9 Magellan**

2759 Exploris**

2749 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City

2745 Francine Delany**, Lake Norman**
273.9 Mount Airy City, Transylvania
273.5 Quest Academy**

272.5 Mountain Community**, Watauga
272.3. Franklin Academy**
272.1 Ashe

271.1 [Henderson, Mooresville City, Orange Co. Charter**
270.9 Buncombe
270.7 Alleghany, Avery, Newton Conover City, Polk

272.5 'Wake

270.1 Camden, Cherokee

262.9 Elkin City

269.5 Dare, Johnston, Surry, Yancey

269.3 Asheville City

269.1 Chatham Charter**, New Hanover, Union

268.9 lCaldwell, Haywood, Lee, Madison, Onslow

268.5 Catawba, Clay, Currituck, Jackson, Orange, Stanly

268.1 Cabarrus ’

267.9 Brunswick, Cleveland, Davidson, Kings Mountain City, Lenoir, Pender, Pitt, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherford, Summit Charter**, Wilkes
267.7 Arapahoe**, Carteret, Iredell-Statesville, Moore, Perquimans

267.5 Edenton/Chowan, Graham, Lincoln, McDowell, Wilson, Woods Charter**

2001 State 267.1 Alamance-Burlington, Burke, Chatham, Davie, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yadkiﬂ
266.9 Asheboro City, Gaston, Harnett, Macon

266.7 Hyde, Vance Charter**
266.5 Clinton City, Craven, Gates, Nash-Rocky Mount, Pamlico, Person, Randolph, Shelby City
266.3 Duplin, Guilford

266.1 Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Stokes, Wayne

265.9 Alexander, Downtown Middle**, Lincoln Charter**, Rowan-Salisbury

265.7 The Learning Center**

265.5 Hickory City, Kestrel Heights**, Martin, Rockingham, Thomas Jefferson**, Village Charter**

265.3 Mitchell

265.1 [Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Scotland, Tyrrell

264.9 Beaufort, Cumberland, Durham, East Wake Academy**, Franklin, Kannapolis City, Swain, Whiteville City

264.5 Granville, Sampson, Sterling Montessori** .
264.3 Bladen

1999,2000 State 264.1 Richmond

2639 Anson, Columbus, Greene, Jones

263.7 Montgomery

263.5 Hoke

263.3 Caswell

263.1 Bethany Community**, Brevard Academy**

262.7 Robeson

262.5 River Mill Charter**
1998 State 262.1
261.9 Edgecombe, Hertford, Northampton
261.7 Rocky Mt Charter Public**

261.5 Lexington City

261.3 American Ren. Middle**, Halifax
1997 State 261.1 S.B. Howard**, Warren

266.5 Thomasville City, Vance
1995,1996 State 260.1
259.5 C.G. Woodson**, Evergreen Community**, Weldon City

1993,1994 State 259.1 Imani Institute**
258.9 Bertie, Washington
258.7 Alpha Academy**

257.9 CIS Academy**, MAST**, Quality Education**
2577 Carter Community**
256.9 Omuteko Gwamaziima**, SPARC Academy**
256.5 Provisions Academy**
2539 Crossnore Academy**
2529  JLift Academy**
2519 Success Academy**
* Bridges**, Grandfather Academy**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School*!
Notes: $Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reponting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
**+State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study.

Data received from LEASs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this table.
y Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

141

ERIC 163 BEST COPY AVAILABLE



Table 48. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 8 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading

State Mean Score’ | 2001 LEA Performance
170.9 Magellan**
169.9 Exploris**
169.5 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City
168.7 Francine Delany**
16§.1 Quest Academy**, Watauga
167.5 Summit Charter**
1667 |Yancey

166.5 Clay, Lake Norman**, Orange Co. Charter**, Sterling Montessori**, Transylvani
165.9 Alleghany, Evergreen Community**, Mount Airy City, Polk, Thomas Jefferson**, Wake
165.7 Brevard Academy**, Cherokee
165.5 Buncombe, Dare, River Mill Charter**, Village Charter**
165.1 ICamden. Moore, Mooresville City, Woods Charter**
164.9 Currituck, Graham, Henderson, Johnston
164.7 Burke, East Wake Academy**, Swain
164.5 Avery, Cabarrus, Catawba, Elkin City, Madison, Orange, Surry, Union
164.3 American Ren. Middle**, Ashe, Asheboro City, Craven, Onslow
164.1 Carteret, Chatham, Davidson, Jackson, Kestrel Heights**, Mitchell, New Hanover
163.9 Haywood, McDowell, Pamlico, Pender, Stanly
163.7  jChatham Charter**, Kings Mountain City, Shelby City
163.5 Alexander, Clinton City, Davie, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherford, Wilkes, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
163.3 Gates, Newton Conover City, Pitt

2001 State 163.1 Brunswick, Caldwell, Iredell-Statesville, Lenoir, Wilson

2000 State 162.9 Arapahoe**, Cleveland, Downtown Middle**, Guilford, Hyde, Macon, Person, Yadkin
162.7 Asheville City, Quality Education**

1999 State 162.5 Alamance-Burlington, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Duplin, Granville, Harnett, Hickory City, Lee, Randolph, Rockingham, Stokes
1623 Bethany Community*#*, Lincoln, Whiteville City

_ 162.1 Cumberland, Gaston, Sampson

1998 State 161.9 Rocky Mt Charter Public**, Wayne
161.7 Durham, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, MAST**
161.5 Beaufort, Columbus, Edenton/Chowan, Greene, Lincoln Charter**, Perquimans, Richmond, Rowan-Salisbury, Thomasville City
161.3 Nash-Rocky Mount
161.1 - JCaswell .

1997 State 160.9 Jones, Kannapolis City, Scotland
160.5 Bladen, Franklin, Tyrrell
160.3 Martin, Montgomery

1995,1996 State 160.1

1994 State 15_9.9 Bertie, Northampton
159.5 Anson, Hoke, Provisions Academy**
1593 Robeson, S.B. Howard**
159.1 C.G. Woodson**, Lexington City

1993 State 158.9 Alpha Academy**, Edgecombe, Hertford, Vance
158.5 'Washington
158.3 'Warren
158.1 Halifax
156.9 SPARC Academy**
156.1 Bridges**, Weldon City
1559 Grandfather Academy**
155.7 Kennedy Charter**
155.5 Imani Institute**
154..9 Lakeside School**
153.5 Crossnore Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**
1523 Carter Community**
151.9 CIS Academy**
1505 Lift Academy**
149.9 Laurinburg Homework**
146.5 Success Academy**

* The Learning Center**

Notes: "Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 49. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results
Grade 8 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics

States** Mean Score’ 2001 LEA Performance

286.3 Magellan®**
2785 Francine Delany**

278.1 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City
2779 Exploris®*

215 Lake Norman**

277 1 (Watauga

276.5 Transylvania

2755 [Mount Airy City
2751 Quest Academy**
71 |cherokes

2145 [Buncombe, Currituck

274.1 Mooresville City, Yancey

29 (Wake

2133 Surry

2.5 Avery, Clay, Henderson, Orange Co. Charter**, Polk

2731 Johnston, Newton Conover City
27129 Alleghany, Greham -
2127 [Moore
2728 Dare, Madison, Thomas Jefferson**
2723 Catawba .
2721 Arapaboc**, Lenoir, River Mill Charter**
2719 Ashe, Haywood, Jackson, Onslow, Pender, Union
27117 |Cabarrus, Lee, Stanly, Summit Charter**
271.5 Davidson, Hyde, New Hanover, Pamlico, Perquimans, Wilkes
2713 Asheboro City, Clinton City, Iredeil-Statesvilk
ma Gates, McDowell
2709 Brunswick, Davie, Village Charter*®, Wilsor
2707 Burke, Caldwell, Kestrel Heights**
270.5 Camnden, Chatham, Lincoln, Person
2703 Chatham Charter**
2000.2001 State 270.1 Al -Burii Brevard Acad . Ck d, Kings M in City
2699 Asheville City, Carteret, Edenton/Chowan, Elkin City, Mitchell, Rutherford, Shelby City, Sterling Montessori®
269.7 [Harnett, Pitt, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
269.5 Beaufort, Craven, Duplin, Evergreen Community* *, Hickory City, Roanoke Rapids City
269.3 Randolph
1998.1999 State 269.1 Alexander, Gaston, Kannapolis City, Orange, Yadkin
2689 Guilford, Stokes, Swain
268.7 Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Macon, Rockingh
268.5 Whiteville City
2683 [Rowan-Salisbury
268.1 East Wake Acad: , Elizabeth City/Pasqn k, Scotland, Tyrrel
12679 Downtown Middle**, Martin, Nash-Rocky Mount, Sampsan, Wayne, Woods Charter**
262.7 Granville
261.5 Columnbus, Cumberland
2613 Franklin
1996,1997 State 267.1 Durham, Montgomery, Richmond
266.9 [Bladen, Lincoln Charter**, Thomasville City

266.5 Robeson, Rocky Mt Charter Public**

266.3 ones

1995 State 266.1

2659 Edgecombe, Greene

265.7 Hertford, Northampton

2655 American Ren. Middle**, Bethany Community**, Hoke
265.3 Anson

1994 State 265.1
2649 Halifax

264.7 Lexington City

264.5 Bertie, MAST**, Vance, Washington
1993 State 264.1
263.5 Caswell, Quality Education®*
2633 S.B. Howard**, Warren

263.1 Grandfather Academy**

262.1 Provisions Academy**

2613 'Weldon City

259.9 C.G. Woodson**

259.2 |Bridges**

2593 Ornmnteko Gwamaziima®**

2589 CIS Academy**, Imani Institute**

2585 ISPARC Academy**
2583 Crossnore Academy®*
2579 Alpha Academy**
7535 Kennedy Charter**
2557 hSnceess Academy**
255.5 Carter Community**
2551 Lanrinburg Homework**
2549 Lift Academy®*
2545 Lakeside School*®

. [The Leaming Center**

Notes: tMean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
*Data are not reported where pumber tested is fewer than five.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are pot included in this table.
Prepered by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 1. 1999-00 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level 11 in Reading

100 by Ethnicity
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2000-01
N Tested 80,692 997 1,636 21,872 2,054 686 53,387
NLevel I, IV~ 49,686 438 - 1,037 8,755 983 455 37,986
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Figure 2. 1999-00 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Mathematics
by Ethnicity
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2000-01
N Tested 80,492 990 1,642 21,814 2,041 685 53,260
N Level III, IV 5 523 1256 9,652 1,115 467 40,689

Notes: "N Tested” and "N Levd31i17,31\2/" for the ethnicity categories do not sum to the "N Tested” and "N Level I11, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on some
W tdent answer sheets and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only.
|- R J (C ata received from LEAS and charter schools after August 2001 are notincluded in these figures.
repared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.” 150 1 7 O
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Figure 6. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading
by Gender and Ethnicity
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Notes: Achievement levels for each category may not add to 100% due to rounding,
Date received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 7. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Tests Results
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics
by Gender and Ethnicity

.40.1%

. Level I Level II Level III D Level IV

Notes: Achievement levels for each category may not add to 100% due to rounding.
Date received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure.

Q d by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. B EST CO PY AVAH LA L E
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Table 4. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

Percent Ator Percent Ator  Average Average

Number Above Level Il Above Level III Scale Score Scale Score
All Students 80,692 100.0 61.6 66.8 164.9 1784
Not Exceptional 66,748 83.0 61.4 67.0 164.7 1777
Academically Gifted 7.507 9.3 957 974 175.1 194.6
AG Reading 4,566 5.7 95.8 07 175.4 194.8
AG Math 4,457 55 95.8 97.8 175.2 195.7
Students with Disabilities 6,164 7.7 214 273 154.8 1659
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicapped 411 0.5 17.5 162 153.5 162.8
Hearing Impaired 82 0.1 25.6 37.8 155.8 168.1
Educable Mentally Handicapped 901 1.1 22 34 148.9 157.8
Specific Learning Disabled 3,898 48 23.8 324 155.6 167.5
LD Reading 2,404 3.0 16.8 292 1539 166.5
LD Math 1,636 20 19.5 212 154.3 164.4
LD Written Expression 3,061 3.8 238 34.1 155.6 168.0
LD Other 104 0.1 23.1 26.7 156.1 1662
Speech-Language Impaired 67 0.1 26.9 254 157.8 166.8
Visually Impaired 35 0.0 48.6 529 162.7 1749
Other Health Impaired 661 0.8 31.6 33.1 157.7 1682
Orthopedically Impaired 37 0.0 48.6 389 159.2 170.7
Traumatic Brain Injured 22 0.0 * * * *
Autistic 34 0.0 412 353 158.5 168.7
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * * *
Multihandicapped 8 0.0 * * * *
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 * * * *
Trainable Mentally Disabled 6 0.0 * * * *
Section 504 571 0.7 415 482 160.5 172.7
Limited English Proficient 748 09 21.8 38.6 155.6 169.1
Not Served by Title I 78,748 97.6 61.9 67.2 165.0 178.5
Schoolwide Title I Program 1,184 15 37.7 399 159.1 169.6
Targeted Assistance 31 0.0 484 419 159.7 170.8
Migrant 93 0.1 323 409 158.3 170.1

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
'Percents for "Not Exceptional” through “Trainable Mentally Disabled” are based on the sum of the students in those categories.
Percents for "Section 504" through "Migrant” as well as AG and LD categories are based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.
“The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on high school comprehensive tests in reading and mathematics.
The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparison.
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because some student answer sheets
were not coded completely.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%.
"Number Tested"” is the number of students who took the high school comprehensive test in reading.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 5. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations

Percent Ator Percent Ator Average Average

Number Above Level IllAbove Level III Scale Score Scale Score
Category Tested Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics
All Students 80,692 100.0 61.6 66.8 164.9 178.4
Braille Edition 5 00 * * . * *
Large Print 25 0.0 * * * *
Assistive Technology 8 0.0 * * * *
Braille Writer 4 0.0 * * * *
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * * * *
Dictation to Scribe 22 0.0 * * * *
Interpreter Signs Test** : 16 0.0 * * * *
Magnification Devices 7 0.0 * * * *
Student Marks in Test Book 810 1.0 18.8 240 154.3 164.9
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** _ 1,999 25 6.7 15.1 151.3 162.4
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 9 0.0 * * * *
Hospital/Home Testing _ 41 0.1 51.2 46.2 161.0 169.8
Multiple Test Sessions 404 0.5 15.1 20.3 153.7 163.7
Scheduled Extended Time 4417 5.5 213 28.5 155.0 166.3
Testing in a Separate Room 3,521 44 15.7 23.1 153.5 164.6
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 237 0.3 20.3 43.6 155.4 170.5
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 * ' * * *

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.

Accommodations reported may have been implemented only for reading, only for mathematics, or for both portions of the test.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.

All data rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.

"Number tested" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading.

**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration

of tests that measure reading skills.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 6. 2000-01 High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results

Participation of Students with Special Needs**

Reading Mathematics
High School Comprehensive Tested Pexcent Tested ercent
Statewide* 85,570 100.0 85,570 100.0
All Students with IEPs 7,860 9.2 7,860 92
Standard Administration 6,164 7.2 6,154 72
With Accommodations 5,587 6.5 5,587 6.5
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 783 09 779 09
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 32 0.0 32 0.0
Hearing Impaired 4 0.0 5 0.0
Educable Mentally Disabled 455 0.5 454 0.5
Specific Learning Disabled 165 02 166 0.2
Speech-Language Impaired 3 0.0 3 0.0
Visually Impaired 3 0.0 3 0.0
. Other Health Impaired 43 0.1 41 0.0
Orthopedically Impaired 4 0.0 4 0.0
Traumatic Brain Injured 7 0.0 7 0.0
Autistic } 10 0.0 11 00
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 5 0.0 5 00
Multihandicapped 14 0.0 14 0.0
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0
Trainable Mentally Disabled 38 0.0 34 00
Alternate Assessments
NCAAALI Pilofe** 198 0.2 201 02
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 7 0.0 7 0.0
Hearing Impaired 2 0.0 2 0.0
Educable Mentally Disabled 118 0.1 118 0.1
Specific Learning Disabled 22 0.0 21 0.0
Speech-Language Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0
Visually Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0
Other Health Impaired 14 0.0 14 0.0
Orthopedically Impaired 2 0.0 2 0.0
Traumatic Brain Injured 0 0.0 1 0.0
Autistic 10 0.0 10 0.0
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 2 0.0
Multihandicapped 5 0.0 5 0.0
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0
Trainable Mentally Disabled 18 00 19 0.0
NCAAP**** 270 03 270 03
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1 0.0 1 0.0
Hearing Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0
Educable Mentally Disabled 50 0.1 50 0.1
Specific Learning Disabled 1 0.0 1 0.0
Speech-Language Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0
Visually Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0
Other Health Impaired 8 0.0 8 0.0
Orthopedically Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0
Traumatic Brain Injured 1 0.0 1 0.0
Autistic 26 0.0 26 0.0
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 43 0.1 43 0.1
Multihandicapped 38 0.0 38 0.0
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0
Trainable Mentally Disabled 101 0.1 101 0.1
All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 604 0.7 604 0.7
Standard Administration 571 0.7 569 0.7
With Accommodations 352 04 352 04
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 5 0.0 3 0.0
Alternate Assessments
NCAAAP** 0 0.0 0 0.0
NCAAP**** 0 0.0 0 0.0
All Limited English Proficient Students** 1,025 1.2 1,025 1.2
Standard Administration 748 09 743 09
With Accommodations 452 0.5 452 05
Not Participating
First Year 139 0.2 139 0.1
Second Year 109 0.1 109 0.1
Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts.
**Due to mi i ding, some col may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 high school comprehensive test answer sheets,

**+*NCAAP is the North Carolina Altemate Assessment Portfolio.

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.

158

These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored for the 2000-01 school year.
*+2NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommeodation and the NCAAAL is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment
Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year.
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Table 7. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance

N
All Students 80,692
Gender
Male 40,032
Female 40,657
Ethnic Group
American Indian 997
Asian 1,636
Black 21,872
Hispanic 2,054
Multi-Racial 686
White 53,387
Other 39
Parental Education
Did not finish high school 4,909
High school graduate 19,706
After high school education . 8,018
Trade or business school 2,970
Community college 14,044
Four-year college degree 19,586
Graduate school 8,928

Hours of Homework (per week)

None assigned 1,555
Assigned but not done 2,564
1 hour or less 18,524
1 to 3 hours 35,105
More than 3, less than S hours 11,849
Between 5-10 hours 7,508
More than 10 hours 2,088
Days Absent (so far this year)

0-7 days 54,687
8-14 days 16,910
15-21 days 5,035
More than 21 days 3,053

Percent
100.0

49.6
504

12
20
27.1
2.6
09
66.2
0.1

6.3
25.2
10.3

3.8
18.0
25.1
114

20
32
234
4.3
15.0
95
2.6

68.6
21.2
6.3
3.8

Percent At or Percent At or
Above Level III Above Level II1
Reading Mathematics
61.6 66.8
56.3 65.2
66.8 68.3
439 52.8
634 76.5
40.0 43
479 54.6
66.3 68.2
712 764
51.3 - 450
349 428
46.6 54.5
64.3 68.1
58.5 62.0
63.7 69.2
73.3 77.1
840 86.3
26.2 284
4.4 515
474 54.5
61.3 66.5
76.6 80.8
85.1 88.2
854 88.3
66.3 722
55.8 60.1
472 50.5
37.2 37.8

Average
Scale Score
Reading
164.9

163.6
166.2

160.5
165.9
159.9
161.6
165.8
167.1
162.0

158.7
161.3
165.0
163.7
165.0
167.8
171.6

155.4
1604
161.5
164.6
168.6
171.3
172.3

166.1
163.4
161.3
158.8

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading. Students may identify more than one
“"Courses Taken" or "Use of Outside Reading," therefore, "N" will be greater than "All Students” and "Percent” will sum to greater than 100.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Average
Scale Score

Mathematics

178.4

178.2
178.6

172.9
184.2
170.5
1734
178.3
181.8
1734

170.0
173.5
177.8
176.4
178.1
1825
188.5

166.3
173.5
173.7
177.5
183.8
188.1
190.7

180.4
175.5
172.4
168.9



Table 7. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Characteristics and Performance (continued)

Percent Ator  Percent At or Average Average
Above Level Il Above LevelIII  Scale Score Scale Score
N Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics
Use of Outside Readings*
Class Discussions 46,867 58.1 69.3 74.1 166.7 180.8
Oral Reports 20,816 25.8 68.0 72.7 166.5 180.5
Quizzes 45,382 56.2 67.6 72.6 166.3 180.2
Essays 35,068 435 72.6 76.9 167.5 182.1
Apply to activity 28,625 355 . 72.6 77.1 1674 181.7
Apply to course project 14,363 17.8 76.0 80.5 168.7 183.8
No Follow-up 5,722 7.1 53.1 58.7 162.8 175.7
Use of Graphing Calculator .
No regular access 13,263 16.8 489 519 161.6 172.5
Has access, doesn’t use 11,647 147 61.2 65.5 164.5 177.1
Uses 1-2 times a month 10,129 12.8 56.5 61.2 163.5 175.6
Uses 1-2 times a week 13,648 17.3 62.5 68.1 165.1 178.7
Uses daily 30,372 384 69.6 76.2 167.2 182.7
Courses Taken*
Pre-Algebra 42,077 52.2 69.2 73.4 166.8 181.1
Algebra IA 27,553 342 515 56.9 1624 174.3
Algebra I or IB 56,266 69.7 68.1 74.0 166.5 180.7
Technical Math 5,697 7.1 50.1 56.6 162.1 174.3
Geometry 46,022 570 78.5 852 168.8 1844
Algebra I 22,631 28.1 90.1 95.3 1724 192.0
Advanced Math 2,807 35 90.6 94.0 174.8 198.5
Science - outside reading 47,665 59.1 66.6 71.9 166.0 179.8
Science - no outside reading 17,597 218 69.6 73.5 167.2 181.7
Social Studies - reading 48,054 59.6 69.2 742 166.7 180.9
Social Studies - no reading 12,937 16.0 69.9 74.4 1670 1814
Vocational - reading 18,848 234 73.0 779 167.2 181.5
Vocational - no reading 13,841 17.2 77.2 81.8 168.5 183.7
No Sci., SS, or Voc. 1,360 1.7 26.5 31.8 156.6 167.6
Student Took Make-up Test
Yes 4,556 5.7 39.3 443 159.3 171.0
Misadministration
Yes 333 04 56.2 58.3 162.7 175.1

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading, Students may identify more than one
"Courses Taken" or "Use of Outside Reading," therefore, "N" will be greater than "All Students” and "Percent” will sum to greater than 100.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.




Table 8. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Teacher Evaluation and Performance

Percent Ator  Percent At or Average Average
Above Level III Above Level III  Scale Score Scale Score
N Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics

All Students 80,692 100.0 61.6 66.8 164.9 178.4
Teacher Evaluation - Reading

Expected Grade A 12,280 16.4 90.0 912 172.9 190.0
Expected Grade B . 24,650 33.0 733 77.6 167.1 181.2
Expected Grade C 23,814 31.8 51.3 584 162.3 174.6
Expected Grade D 10,336 13.8 35.7 427 159.0 170.3
Expected Grade F 3,701 5.0 26.7 354 1569 168.1
Assessed as Level 1 8,275 11.3 27.0 342 156.8 167.9
Assessed as Level 2 21,857 29.7 45 522 161.0 1729
Assessed as Level 3 29,874 40.6 703 754 166.4 180.0
Assessed as Level 4 13,559 184 922 92.7 173.3 190.5
Teacher Evaluation - Math

Expected Grade A 10,392 142 894 93.7 172.8 192.1
Expected Grade B 21,359 29.1 737 80.2 1674 182.2
Expected Grade C 23,566 321 55.6 62.3 163.3 175.6
Expected Grade D 12,087 16.5 413 45.1 160.1 170.7
Expected Grade F 5,990 8.2 335 340 158.3 167.7
Assessed as Level 1 11,725 159 352 36.9 158.7 168.5
Assessed as Level 2 23,374 31.6 50.7 56.6 162.2 173.8
Assessed as Level 3 26,646 36.1 71.2 78.0 : 166.7 181.1
Assessed as Level 4 12,144 16.4 91.0 952 173.1 192.5

Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 9. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test

Goal Summary Report
Developmental Score  Number of #of Percent
Mean Observations*  Items Correct**
READING (Average of Averages) 164.9 80,692 71
GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control of communications
- skills development. 18 65.5
GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, and application
of information. 163 55.6
Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information and ideas. 54 59.6
Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information and ideas
and discover related ideas, concepts or generalizations. 72 53.2
Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and concepts. 37 54.5
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. 32 59.5
Obj 3.1: Assess the validity and accuracy of information and ideas 4
Obj 3.2: Determine the value of information and ideas 13 67.1
Obj 3.3: Develop criteria and evaluate the quality, relevance, and
importance of the information and ideas 15 53.4
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 178.4 80,492 70
GOAL 1: Numerical Relationships . 21 60.4
Ob;j 1.1: Perform operations with real numbers 3
Obj 1.2: Solve problems involving number theory 9 61.7
Obj 1.3: Solve problems using ratios, proportions, and percents 9 51.7
GOAL 2: Growth and Measurement 63 47.2
Obj 2.1: Geometric problems using two and three-dimensional shapes 18 53.7
Obj 2.2: Solve problems using properties of angles, lines, and planes 9 57.7
Obj 2.3: Solve problems using perimeter, area, and volume formulas 15 35.1
Obj 2.4: Solve problems using right triangle relationships 12 424
Obj 2.5: Transform polygons in the coordinate plane 9 50.2
GOAL 3: Algebraic Concepts 72 514
Obj 3.1: Use the language of algebra and formulas to solve problems 13 57.1
Obj 3.2: Demonstrate an understanding of relations and functions 12 56.7
Obj 3.3: Graph and use linear equations and inequalities 14 51.6
Obj 3.4: Solve problems that involve nonlinear equations 14 46.3
Obj 3.5: Use an appropriate method to solve problems involving systems
of equations and inequalities 14 424
Obj 3.6: Perform operations with polynomials 5 62.3
GOAL 4: Data Analysis 54 46.8
Obj 4.1: Solve real world problems using statistics 23 58.8
Obj 4.2: Solve real world problems using probability 21 404
Obj 4.3: Fit a line or curve to a set of data 10 323
NUMBER OF A B C
STUDENTS
TAKING FORM 26,881 27,017 26,794

Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test.
** “Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective.
Data received from LEAs after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 10. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensivé Test
Distribution of Scale Scores - Reading

NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 198

STUDENTS WITH 80,692

VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 132

MEAN 164.9 STATE SCALE

PERCENTILES SCORE

STANDARD 20 177.37

DEVIATION 10.0 75 172.07
50 (MEDIAN) 165.40

VARIANCE 100.2 25 158.28
10 150.83

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

SCRLE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1998 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
198 1 80692 0.00 100.00 99
197 5 80691 0.01 100.00 99
195 4 80686 0.00 99.99 99
194 12 80682 0.01 99.99 99
193 16 80670 0.02 99.97 99
192 24 80654 0.03 99.95 99
191 28 80630 0.03 99.92 99
190 83 80602 0.10 99.89 99
189 94 80519 0.12 99.79 99
188 110 80425 0.14 99.67 99
187 220 80315 0.27 99.53 99
186 225 80095 0.28 99.26 99
185 140 79870 0.17 98.98 99
184 531 79730 0.66 98.81 99
183 658 © 79199 0.82 98.15 98
182 816 78541 1.01 97.33 98
181 982 77725 1.22 96.32 97
180 1106 76743 1.37 95.11 96
179 1304 75637 1.62 93.74 95
178 1446 74333 1.79 92.12 93
177 2107 72887 2.61 90.33 91
176 1689 70780 2.09 87.72 89
175 1865 69091 2.31 85.62 87
174 2678 67226 3.32 83.31 84
173 2795 64548 3.46 79.99 82
172 2855 61753 3.54 76.53 79
171 2942 58898 3.65 72.99 76
170 2910 55956 3.61 69.35 73
169 3076 53046 3.81 65.74 69
168 3885 49970 4.81 61.93 66
167 2949 46085 3.65 57.11 62
166 2314 43136 2.87 53.46 58
165 ‘4663 40822 5.78 50.59 55
164 2294 36159 2.84 44.81 51
163 2859 33865 3.54 41.97 47
162 2176 31006 2.70 38.43 43
161 4193 28830 5.20 35.73 40
160 2021 24637 2.50 30.53 36
159 1911 22616 2.37 28.03 32
158 2365 20705 2.93 25.66 30
157 2322 18340 2.88 22.73 27
156 1618 16018 2.01 19.85 24
155 1973 14400 2.45 17.85 22
154 1394 12427 1.73 15.40 19
153 867 11033 1.07 13.67 17
152 1311 10166 1.62 12.60 15
151 1167 8855 1.45 10.97 13
150 1162 7688 1.44 9.53 11
149 1034 6526 1.28 8.09 9
148 947 5492 1.17 6.81 8
147 936 4545 1.16 5.63 7
146 531 3609 0.66 4.47 6
145 545 3078 0.68 3.81 5
144 683 2533 0.85 3.14 4
143 543 1850 0.67 2.29 3

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
ERIC 1
P oo .
183



Table 10. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test
Distribution of Scale Scores ~ Reading (continued)

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1998 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
142 417 ) 1307 0.52 1.62 2
141 325 890 0.40 1.10 1
140 256 565 0.32 0.70 1
139 107 309 0.13 0.38 1
138 86 202 0.11 0.25 1
137 34 116 0.04 0.14 1
136 24 82 0.03 0.10 1
LESS THAN 136 58 58 0.07 0.07 1

Notes: *Students with valid scoms are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 11. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test
Distribution of Scale Scores — Mathematics

NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 226
STUDENTS WITH 80,492
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 141
MEAN 178.4 STATE SCALE
PERCENTILES SCORE
STANDARD 90 197.22
DEVIATION 14.1 75 188.28
' 50 (MEDIAN) 178.10
VARIANCE 199.0 25 167.86
10 159.62

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1998 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
226 1 80492 0.00 100.00 99
225 7 80491 0.01 100.00 99
224 7 80484 0.01 99.99 99
223 25 80477 0.03 99.98 99
221 49 80452 0.06 99.95 99
220 19 80403 0.02 99.89 99
218 66 80384 0.08 99.87 99
217 38 80318 0.05 99.78 99
216 124 80280 0.15 99.74 99
215 51 80156 0.06 99.58 99
214 169 80105 0.21 99.52 99
213 98 79936 0.12 99.31 99
212 195 79838 0.24 99.19 99
211 127 79643 0.16 98.95 99
210 252 © 79516 0.31 98.79 99
209 123 - 79264 0.15 98.47 99
208 254 79141 0.32 98.32 99
207 475 - 78887 0.59 98.01 99
206 365 ' 78412 0.45 97.42 99
205 394 K 78047 0.49 96.96 98
204 417 77653 0.52 96.47 98
203 469 ) 77236 0.58 95.95 98
202 ' 795 76767 0.99 95.37 97
201 793 75972 0.99 94.38 97
200 859 75179 1.07 93.40 96
199 923 74320 1.15 92.33 95
198 659 73397 0.82 91.19 95
197 1046 72738 1.30 90.37 94
196 1034 71692 1.28 89.07 93
195 1507 70658 1.87 87.78 92
194 1168 69151 1.45 85.91 91
193 1240 67983 1.54 84.46 90
192 1282 66743 1.59 82.92 89
191 1323 65461 1.64 81.33 88
190 1853 64138 2.30 79.68 86
189 1453 62285 1.81 77.38 85
188 2078 60832 2.58 75.58 83
187 1594 58754 1.98 72.99 81
186 1662 57160 2.06 71.01 80
185 1723 55498 2.14 68.95 78
184 1791 53775 2.23 66.81 76
183 1865 51984 2.32 64.58 74
182 1977 50119 2.46 62.27 72
181 2670 48142 3.32 59.81 70
180 2070 45472 2.57 56.49 67
179 2246 43402 2.79 53.92 64
178 2255 41156 2.80 51.13 62
177 2357 38901 2.93 48.33 59
176 2257 36544 2.80 45.40 56
175 1633 34287 2.03 42.60 54
174 1654 32654 2.05 40.57 52
173 1670 31000 2.07 38.51 50
172 2570 29330 3.19 36.44 47
171 2502 26760 3.11 33.25 43

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 11. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Compréhensive Test
Distribution of Scale Scores — Mathematics (continued)

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUITON

SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1998 STATE
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE
170 1654 24258 2.05 30.14 40
169 840 22604 1.04 28.08 38
168 2547 21764 3.16 27.04 36
167 1630 19217 2.03 23.87 33
166 808 17587 1.00 21.85 31
165 2468 16779 3.07 20.85 28
164 696 14311 0.86 17.78 26
163 1538 13615 1.91 16.91 24
162 2160 12077 2.68 15.00 21
161 683 9917 0.85 12.32 i8
160 1339 9234 1.66 11.47 16
159 1739 7895 2.16 9.81 i3
158 555 6156 0.69 7.65 11
157 1016 5601 1.26 6.96 10
156 1331 4585 1.65 5.70 8
155 724 . 3254 0.90 4.04 6
154 519 2530 0.64 3.14 4
153 489 2011 0.61 2.50 3
152 574 . 1522 0.71 1.89 2
151 362 948 0.45 1.18 1
150 223 586 0.28 0.73 1
149 167 363 0.21 0.45 1
148 71 196 0.09 0.24 1
LESS THAN 148 125 125 0.16 0.16 1

Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 12. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading '

State Mean Mean Score* 2001 LEA Performance

176.1 Thomas Jefferson**

17'3.7 Raleigh Charter HS**

17:1‘.5 'Woods Charter**

174.1 Quest Academy**

1735  |Chapel Hill-Carrboro City

16%.9 Transylvania, Wake

16‘5.5 Asheville City, Clay, Graham, Watauga
16}3:.1 Elkin City, Shelby City

167.5 Avery, Orange, Polk
167.3 Cheroxec
167.1 Camden, Johnston, New Hanover

166.7. Mount Airy City
166.5 Cabarrus, Granville, Kestrel Heights**, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
166.3 Hickory City
166.1 Alleghany, Asheboro City, Buncombe, Guilford, Henderson, Roanoke Rapids City
165.9 Burke, Carteret, Craven, Haywood, Kings Mountain City, Moore, Mooresville City, Onslow.
. Surry, Swain, Union
165.7 Jackson
165.5 Alamance-Burlington, Ashe, Chatham, Davie, Durham

165.1 Catawba, Dare, Iredell-Statesville, Macon, Mitchell, Pender

1999, 2000, 2001 State 164.9 Lee, Newton Conover City, Pitt

164.7 Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Stanly, Wayne

164.5 Gaston, Lexington City, Madison, McDowell, Person, Rowan-Salisbury, Rutherford

164.1 Caldwell, Clinton City, Cumberland, Lenoir, Wilkes
1639 Cleveland, Richmond
163.7 Edenton/Chowan, Gates

1998 State . 1635 Duplin, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Franklin, Harnett, Lincoln, Perquimans, Rockingham, Thomasville City,
Yancey
163.3 Beaufort, Greene, Randolph
163.1 Alexander, Yadkin

162.9 Currituck, Hyde, Martin
162.7 Nash-Rocky Mount
162.5 Kannapolis City, Sampson

162.1 Hoke, Jones, Montgomery, Pamlico
161.9 Brunswick, Tyrrell, Whiteville City

161.5 Davidson, Edgecombe, Northampton, River Mill Charter**, Scotland, Washington, Wilson
161.3 Stokes

160.9 Bladen, Warren
160.7 Columbus

160.5 Anson, Vance
160.3 Caswell, Robeson
160.1 Bertie

1599 Hertford

159.5 Cape Lookout Marine**, J.H. Baker Jr High**
15?.9 Halifax, Weldon City

15?.5 Laurinburg Homework**

1535 |New Century**

15‘9.5 Laurinburg**

1459 'Wayne Academy**
b Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**

Notes: *Scale scores from the region tables are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
***Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 13. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results
Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics

State Mean Mean Score* 2001 LEA Performance

194.0 ‘Thomas Jefferson**

192.0 Raleigh Charter HS**
191.5 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City

187.5 ‘Woods Charter**

186.0 Clay

185.5 Transylvania

1850  |Graham

184.5 Shelby City, Wake

184.0 Buncombe, Elkin City

183.5 JCherokee

183.0 ‘Watauga

182.5 Johnston, Mount Airy City

182.0 Alleghany, Asheville City, Polk, Quest Academy**

181.5 Newton Conover City, Orange, Roanoke Rapids City

181.0 Avery, Cabarrus, Dare, Haywood, New Hanover

180.5 Ashe, Catawba, Hickory City, Surry, Union

180.0 Burke, Durham, Guilford, Henderson, Perquimans, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
179.5 Asheboro City, Granville

1790  |camden, Carteret, Chatham, Davie, Iredell-Statesville, Jackson, Moore, Pender, Stanly

2001 State 178.5 Alamance-Burlington, Caldwell, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Craven, Lenoir, Ounslow, Pitt, Wilkes
' 178.0 Kestrel Heights**, Kings Mountain City, Lee, Lincoln, McDowell, Pamlico, Person
2000 State 177.5 Currituck, Madison, Rowan-Salisbury, Swain

177.0 Alexander, Cleveland, Clinton City, Davidson, Edenton/Chowan, Gaston, Macon, Mooresville City, Rockingham,
Rutherford, Wayne

1999 State 176.5 Franklin, Greene, Harnett, Martin, Mitchell, Scotland, Stokes, Yadkin, Yancey
176.0 Beaufort, Lexington City, Randolph, Richmond, Thomasville City

175.5 Duplin, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Gates, Nash-Rocky Mount, Sampson, Wilson
175.0 Kannapolis City

1998 State 174.5 Brunswick, Cumberland, Hyde

174.0 Hoke

1735 Edgecombe

173.0 Montgomery, Tyrrell

1725 Columbus, River Mill Charter**, Vance, Whiteville City

172.0 Anson, Bladen, Northampton, Robeson, Warren, Washington

171.5 Cape Lookout Marine**

170.5 Caswell, Jones
170.0 Bertie, Hertford, Weldon City

168.5 Halifax, Laurinburg Homework**
165.0 J.H. Baker Jr High**

164.0 New Century**

162.5 Laurinburg**

159.5 ‘Wayne Academy**
bl Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**

Notes: *Scale scores from the region tables are rounded up to the nearest five-tenths of a point.
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix.
***Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 4. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students by Achievement Level

by Course and Ethnicity
Economic, Legal,
& Political
Achievement Algebra Algebra II Biology Chemistry Systems
Level Ethnicity N % N % N % N % N %
American
Indian 51 42 33 5.7 162 16.2 95 213 135 12.3
Achievement Asian 50 26 20 1.3 229 12.9 150 12.1 165 8.8
Level I Black 1,719 6.5 649 52 5,818 250 | 2,026 227 | 3922 15.5
Hispanic 108 42 35 33 425 19.8 105 13.7 324 13.5
Multi-Racial | 27 3.0 -16 38 67 9.4 32 9.5 43 55
White 993 1.7 622 1.6 | 3,151 5.9 2,185 6.8 2,277 3.9
American
Indian 338 28.1 225 38.7 374 374 152 341 363 332
Achievement Asian 283 149 244 16.5 413 233 238 19.1 390 207
Level II Black 9,612 364 | 5273 423 | 9,340  40.1 3,165 355 | 9042 356
Hispanic 660 25.8 305 289 710 330 219 28.6 718 299
Multi-Racial | 186 209 91 21.7 161 225 70 20.7 182 232
White 8,251 13.8 | 7,326 18.8 | 11,129 210 | 6,646 20.8 | 9,443 16.1
American
Indian 606 504 231 39.8 385 38.5 147 330 404 36.9
Achievement Asian 749 395 498 336 675 38.2 407 327 663 352
Level II Black 12,090 458 | 5031 403 | 7,068 304 | 2919 327 | 9336 36.8
Hispanic' | 1,245 487 445 422 804 374 289 37.7 933 389
Multi-Racial | 398 4.8 184 438 347 48.5 141 41.7 317 404
White 26334 439 | 15,737 405 ] 25204 475 | 13,258 41.5 | 23720 405
American
Indian 207 17.2 92 15.8 78 7.8 52 11.7 193 176
Achievement Asian 816 43.0 720 48.6 452 256 448 36.0 663 35.2
Level IV Black 293 112 | 1,516 12.2 1,051 45 812 9.1 3,070  12.1
Hispanic 545 213 269 25.5 211 9.8 154 20.1 425 17.7
Multi-Racial | 277 31.2 129 30.7 140 19.6 95 28.1 242 30.9
White 24,429 407 | 15180 39.1 | 13,585 256 | 9,877 309 {23,196 39.6
American
Indian 813 67.6 323 55.6 463 46.3 199 446 597 54.5
Percent At or Asian 1,565 825 | 1,218 822 1,127  63.7 855 68.8 1,326 705
Above Level 1" Black 15053 571 | 6,547 525 | 8,119 349 | 3,731 418 | 12,406 489
Hispanic 1,790 700 714 67.7 1,015 472 443 57.8 1,358  56.6
Multi-Racial | 675 76.0 313 74.5 487 68.1 236 69.8 559 7.3
White 50,763 84.6 | 30917 796 138,789 73.1 | 23,135 724 | 46916 80.0
Economic, Legal,
& Political
Algebra I Algebra IT Biology Chemistry Systems
Ethnicity N % N % N % N % N %o
American
Indian 1,202 1.3 581 1.1 999 12 446 1.0 1,095 12
State Asian 1,898 20| 1,482 27 1,769 22} 1,243 28] 1,881 2.1
Results Black 26,384 284| 12,469 227} 23,277 28.4| 8,922 204| 25,370 28.1
Hispanic 2,558 2.8] 1,054 19| 2,150 26 767 1.8] 2,400 2.7
Multi-Racial 888 1.0 420 0.8 715 0.9 338 0.8 784 0.9
White 60,007 64.5| 38,865 70.8] 53,069 64.7] 31,966 73.1] 58,636 65.0
Total 93,000 54,902 82,026 43,702 90,209

Notes: '"Percent At or Above Level III" is calculated based on actual N-counts and is not summed.
Due to rounding, some ethnicity categories in some subjects may not sum to 100%.
When summed, ethnic N-counts may not match the state N-counts because an ethnic category may not have been coded
on the answer sheet, or, the choice of "Other” was coded.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 4. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students by Achievement Level
by Course and Ethnicity (continued)

Achievement English 1 Geometry |Physical Science Physics U.S. History
Level Ethnicity N % N % N % N % N %
American
Indian 242 17.3 64 8.6 80 18.8 9 11.0 201 223
Achievement Asian 117 6.6 61 40 49 79 32 6.0 205 12.9
Level I Black 3,660 134 1,896 11.7 2,165 18.1 233 15.7 5,357 27.0
Hispanic 403 14.5 106 72 169 14.7 18 10.1 309 19.1
Multi-Racial 58 6.7 20 38 26 75 4 54 71 12.8
White 2,772 4.6 925 - 21 1,297 5.3 243 2.8 4,482 9.1
American
Indian 444 31.8 343 46.0 173 40.7 35 427 387 43.0
Achievement Asian 383 214 369 24.4 169 272 80 15.1 490 30.9
Level II Black 10,236 376 8,687 53.7 5,374 44.8 598 40.4 8,870 447
Hispanic 910 32.8 628 425 470 40.9 46 25.8 650 40.2
Multi-Racial | 206 239 166 31.6 108 31.0 12 16.2 181 32.7
White 10,567 17.4 10,326 229 5,600 22.7 1,495 174 15,263 31.0
American
Indian 535 38.4 279 37.4 143 33.6 29 354 237 26.3
Achievement Asian 655 36.7 561 371 266 42.8 245 46.3 530 334
Level II Black 10,485 385 4,820 29.8 3,886 324 563 38.0 4,569 23.0
Hispanic 1,046 377 569 385 395 344 83 46.6 480 29.7
Multi-Racial | 363 422 241 459 141 40.5 38 514 204 36.8
White 25,037 413 | 21,078 46.8 11,491 46.7 4,387 51.0 18,494 37.6
American
Indian 174 12.5 60 8.0 29 6.8 9 11.0 76 84
Achievement Asian 631 353 521 345 138 222 172 325 362 22.8
Level IV Black 2,851 105 773 4.8 562 4.7 88 59 1,063 54
Hispanic 412 149 175 11.8 114 9.9 31 17.4 178 11.0
Multi-Racial | 234 272 98 18.7 73 21.0 20 27.0 98 17.7
White 22,249  36.7 12,682 282 6,232 253 | 2470 28.7 10,922 222
American
Indian 709 50.8 339 454 172 40.5 38 46.3 313 34.7
Percent At or Asian 1,286 72.0 1,082 71.6 404 65.0 417 78.8 892 56.2
Above Level II" Black 13,336  49.0 5,593 34.6 4,448 37.1 651 439 5,632 284
Hispanic 1,458 52.6 744 50.3 509 443 114 64.0 658 40.7
Multi-Racial | 597 69.3 339 64.6 214 61.5 58 784 302 54.5
White 47,286 78.0 | 33,760 75.0 17,723 72.0 6,857 79.8 29,416 59.8
English I Geometry Physical Science Physics U.S. History |
Ethnicity N % N % N % N % N %o
American '
Indian 1,395 1.5 746 1.1 425 1.1 82 0.7 901 1.2
Asian 1,786 1.9 1,512 23 622 1.6 529 4.8 1,587 22
State Black 27,232 28.8] 16,176 2471 11,987 30.6] 1,482 13.5 19,859 269
Results Hispanic 2,771 29 1,478 23 1,148 29 178 1.6 1,617 22
Multi-Racial 861 0.9 525 0.8 348 09 74 0.7 554 0.8
White 60,625 64.0] 45,011 68.7| 24,620 62.8] 8,595 78.5 49,161 66.7
Total 94,707 65,480 39,182 10,948 73,742

Notes: ""Percent At or Above Level " is calculated based on actual N-counts and is not summed.
Due to rounding, some ethnicity categories in some courses may not sum to 100%.
When summed, ethnic N-counts may not match the state N-counts because an ethnic category may not have been coded on the answer
sheet, or, the choice of "Other” was coded.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Figure 1. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results:
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Al
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by Ethnicity

8.5

675

700

%%%%%%%%%%%%%

§

760

676

]
0
o

3y

Multha al

.

American

State

<

8
e
=

T T I
g &

SJUIPIIS JO JUII

$ 8 8 8 °

Indian

1,076
585

57,601
42,468

24,598 1,713 530
1,082 358

11,164

1,783
1,407

87,404

N Level 1, IV 57,124
1999-00

59,667
46,361

24,656 2,094 649
11,835 1,307 471

1,224 1,755
638 1,386

90,109

N Tested
N Level II1, IV 62,085

2,558

26,384
15,053

B w50

Figure 2. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
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Figure 3. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
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Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Biology
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State " Hispanic Multi-Racial White
1998-99
N Tested 76,872 920 1,456 22,240 1,450 415 50,315
NLevel IILIV 44,355 408 877 6952 661 250 35,162
1999-00
N Tested 80,549 1,091 1,669 21,514 1,758 555 53931
NLevel IILIV 46,396 399 985 6,884 174 333 36,997
2000-01
N Tested 82,026 999 1,769 23,277 2,150 715 53,069
NLevel ILIV 50,013 463 1,127 8,119 1,015 487 38,789
[] 199899 [ 199900 ] 200001
100 Figure 4. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Chemistry
90 by Ethnicity
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State American Asian Black Multi-Racial White
1998-99 Indian
N Tested 41,261 476 1,087 8,656 572 202 30,205
NLevel IILIV 24,943 179 753 3,236 286 135 20,321
1999-00
N Tested 42,605 384 1,139 9,070 634 239 31,114
NLevel LIV 26415 153 769 3,456 334 138 21,562
2000-01
N Tested 43,702 446 1,243 8,922 767 338 31,966
NLevel LIV 28609 199 855 3,731 443 236 23,135
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. *
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and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these tests are not available prior to 1998-99.
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Figure 9. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
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Figure 10. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in U.S. Histo
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Notes: "N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for the ethnic categories do not sum to the "N Tested” and "N Level II1, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on all student answer sheets

and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only.
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Beginning in the 1998-99 school year, Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these tests are not available prior to 1998-99,

Q Mata received from LEAS and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures.

E MC ‘repared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
JArunr Provided by ERIC Ta °




Figure 11. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Resuits

100- Percent of Scores At or Above Level ITI Across the Five Core Courses*
(Algebra I; Biology; Economics, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History)
90 by Ethnicity
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1998.99 State American Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial White
N Tested 401,882 5,332 7914 113,820 7877 2,395 264,081
NLevel II1, IV 247,550 2,398 5,231 45,373 4,062 1,590 188,613
1999-00
N Tested 414014 5,739 8,285 114,064 9,467 2934 272,737
NLevel III, IV 258,711 2,433 5,489 46,898 4,841 1,955 196,965
2000-01 .
N Tested
433,684 5,592 8,921 122,122 11,496 3,802 281,498
NLevel LIV 85824 2,895 6,196 54,546 6,219 2,620 213,170
—
7] 1998-99 - 1999-00 2000-01
Figure 12. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
100- Percent of Scores At or Above Level ITI Across the Five Core Courses*
(Algebra I; Biology; Economics, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History)
90— by Gender
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State Female Male
1998-99
N Tested 401,882 202,411 199,424
N Level II1, IV 247,550 125,726 121,802
1999-00 ’
N Tested 414,008 208,027 205,981
N Level IO, IV 258,711 130,880 127,830
2000-01
N Tested 433,684 217,877 215,802
N Level I, IV 285,824 143,822 142,001

Notes: *As of 1998-99, five additional courses were mandated; since there are no data available prior to 1998-99 for these five courses, they are not included in these figures.
“N Tested” and “N Level I, IV” for the ethnic categories do not sum to the “N Tested” and “N Level I, IV for the state because ethnicity was not coded in some student
answer sheets and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only.
W eceived from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures.
|- R ] C red by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 0 0
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

by Course
‘Percent Mean
Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested  Percent* Level ITX Score
Algebral All Students 93,000 100.0 76.0 61.1
Not Exceptional 72,648 78.1 74.1 59.8
Academically Gifted 14,031 15.1 98.6 71.1
Students with Disabilities 6,291 6.8 476 544
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 409 04 347 519
Hearing Impaired 93 0.1 65.6 573
Educable Mentally Handicapped 566 0.6 14.5 48.2
Specific Learning Disabled 4,329 4.7 515 55.1
Speech-Language Impaired 75 0.1 61.3 56.1
Visually Impaired 36 oY) 66.7 57.8
Other Health Impaired 681 0.7 53.0 55.7
Orthopedically Impaired 37 0.0 432 56.2
Traumatic Brain Injured 28 0.0 ** **
Autistic 30 0.0 66.7 60.9
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 2 0.0 ** *
Multihandicapped 2 0.0 ** **
Deaf-Blind 3 0.0 ** o
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Section 504 808 09 66.0 59.0
Limited English Proficient 683 0.7 61.3 57.5
Not Served by Title 1 ) 89,592 96.3 76.3 61.1
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 3,132 34 67.7 60.1
Targeted Assistance 144 0.2 75.7 62.6
Migrant 185 0.2 75.7 60.6
Algebra II All Students 54,902 100.0 73.0 63.8
Not Exceptional 45,553 83.0 69.3 62.4
Academically Gifted 8,160 149 95.0 72.2
Students with Disabilities 1,187 22 62.4 60.7
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 30 0.1 633 61.6
Hearing Impaired 31 0.1 58.1 58.1
Educable Mentally Handicapped 10 0.0 ** **
Specific Learning Disabled 877 1.6 62.3 60.6
Speech-Language Impaired 10 0.0 ** **
Visually Impaired 25 0.0 ** **
Other Health Impaired 177 03 66.7 61.7
Orthopedically Impaired 11 0.0 ** **
Traumatic Brain Injured 5 0.0 ** **
Autistic ' 9 0.0 ** **
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Multihandicapped 1 0.0 ** **
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Section 504 315 0.6 702 63.3
Limited English Proficient 216 04 69.4 62.7
Not Served by Title 1 54,026 98.4 734 63.9
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 821 1.5 42.1 563
Targeted Assistance 36 0.1 472 573
Migrant 18 0.0 ** **

" Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled" is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for
"Section 504" through "Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.

**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

by Course (continued)
Percent Mean
Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested Percent* Levellll  Score
Biology All Students 82,026 100.0 61.0 56.8
Not Exceptional 67,904 82.8 594 56.3
Academically Gifted 8,030 9.8 96.9 66.0
Students with Disabilities 6,085 74 314 50.6
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 379 0.5 24.8 493
Hearing Impaired 87 0.1 448 52.8
Educable Mentally Handicapped 590 0.7 29 43.5
Specific Learning Disabled 4,154 5.1 34.1 513
Speech-Language Impaired 83 0.1 39.8 52.8
Visually Impaired 25 0.0 ** **
Other Health Impaired 662 0.8 375 520
Orthopedically Impaired 43 0.1 419 524
Traumatic Brain Injured 24 0.0 ** **
Autistic 30 0.0 66.7 570
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 > >
Multihandicapped 6 0.0 ** **
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Section 504 611 0.7 470 543
Limited English Proficient 554 0.7 21.8 48.8
Not Served by Title 1 : 80,406 98.0 61.6 56.9
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,447 1.8 272 50.1
Targeted Assistance 55 0.1 49.1 539
Migrant ; 55 0.1 364 52.3
Chemistry All Students 43,702 100.0 65.5 58.9
Not Exceptional 35,801 81.9 60.6 57.7
Academically Gifted 7,161 16.4 904 65.2
Students with Disabilities 736 1.7 583 57.3
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 19 0.0 ** **
Hearing Impaired 30 0.1 433 55.9
Educable Mentally Handicapped 7 0.0 ** **
Specific Learning Disabled 529 12 56.3 57.0
Speech-Language Impaired 7 0.0 ** **
Visually Impaired 17 0.0 ** **
Other Health Impaired 103 02 68.0 594
Orthopedically Impaired ' 10 0.0 ** **
Traumatic Brain Injured 4 0.0 ** **
Autistic 8 0.0 ** **
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Multihandicapped 1 0.0 ** **
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Section 504 238 0.5 551 57.1
Limited English Proficient 150 03 46.0 542
Not Served by Title 1 43,154 98.7 65.8 59.0
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 515 12 35.7 529
Targeted Assistance 7 0.0 ** **
Migrant 14 0.0 ** **

Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled"” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for
"Section 504" through "Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Sdents” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
l: KC Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

by Course (continued)
Percent Mean
Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested Percent* Level 111 Score
Economic, Legal, All Students 90,209 100.0 70.0 55.7
& Political Systems Not Exceptional 74,835 83.0 69.8 553
Academically Gifted 8,632 9.6 98.5 64.5
Students with Disabilities 6,734 75 36.7 484
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 507 0.6 274 454
Hearing Impaired 94 0.1 319 49.1
Educable Mentally Handicapped 648 0.7 94 41.8
Specific Learning Disabled 4,539 5.0 40.2 493
Speech-Language Impaired 78 0.1 359 49.1
Visually Impaired ' - 34 0.0 76.5 57.1
Other Health Impaired 736 0.8 41.8 49.9
Orthopedically Impaired 43 0.0 60.5 534
Traumatic Brain Injured 27 0.0 ** **
Autistic 22 0.0 ** =
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Multihandicapped 3 0.0 ** **
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 *x **
Section 504 676 0.7 574 52.8
Limited English Proficient 697 0.8 29.1 472
Not Served by Title 1 : 88,401 98.0 70.5 558
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,675 19 46.5 50.6
Targeted Assistance 51 0.1 56.9 515
Migrant 70 0.1 52.9 514
English 1 All Students 94,707 100.0 68.3 554
Not Exceptional 76,224 80.5 69.2 55.1
Academically Gifted 9,758 103 99.1 65.3
Students with Disabilities 8,703 9.2 259 46.7
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 821 09 20.6 452
Hearing Impaired 118 0.1 38.1 494
Educable Mentally Handicapped 739 0.8 35 41.6
Specific Learning Disabled 5,798 6.1 273 47.1
Speech-Language Impaired 99 0.1 343 48.2
Visually Impaired 36 0.0 55.6 523
Other Health Impaired 991 1.0 344 48.8
Orthopedically Impaired 38 0.0 474 51.7
Traumatic Brain Injured 27 0.0 ** o
Autistic 29 0.0 ** **
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 b **
Multihandicapped 2 0.0 *x **
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 *x **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 3 0.0 ** *x
Section 504 836 0.9 499 51.6
Limited English Proficient 911 1.0 28.8 472
Not Served by Title 1 92,736 97.9 68.8 55.5
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,754 19 43.8 50.1
Targeted Assistance 49 0.1 51.0 51.6
Migrant 108 0.1 38.0 477

Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled" is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for
"Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple;Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

by Course (continued)
"Percent Mean
Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested  Percent* Level ITI Score
Geometry All Students 65,480 100.0 63.9 59.8
Not Exceptional 53,948 82.4 589 584
Academically Gifted 9,647 14.7 954 68.6
Students with Disabilities 1,881 29 48.1 56.1
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 62 0.1 30.6 519
Hearing Impaired 52 0.1 48.1 56.0
Educable Mentally Handicapped 32 0.0 94 47.1
Specific Learning Disabled 1,383 2.1 495 56.2
Speech-Language Impaired 27 0.0 > **
Visually Impaired 29 0.0 *x **
Other Health Impaired 240 04 48.8 574
Orthopedically Impaired 23 0.0 ** **
Traumatic Brain Injured 9 0.0 ** **
Autistic 16 0.0 ** **
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 ** **
Multihandicapped 1 0.0 ** **
Deaf-Blind 6 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Section 504 402 0.6 55.5 58.0
Limited English Proficient 326 0.5 445 559
Not Served by Title 1 . 64,404 98.4 64.6 59.9
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 976 15 235 52.0
Targeted Assistance 23 0.0 ** **
Migrant 30 0.0 433 54.6
Physical Science "All Students 39,182 100.0 59.9 55.5
Not Exceptional 33,069 844 59.6 552
Academically Gifted 2,783 7.1 97.7 66.2
Students with Disabilities 3,325 8.5 314 49.6
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 320 0.8 203 46.5
Hearing Impaired 52 0.1 327 50.9
Educable Mentally Handicapped 337 09 42 434
Specific Learning Disabled 2,148 55 36.1 50.7
Speech-Language Impaired 43 0.1 349 49.7
Visually Impaired 16 0.0 ** **
Other Health Impaired 367 0.9 354 50.6
Orthopedically Impaired 18 0.0 ** **
Traumatic Brain Injured 9 0.0 ** **
Autistic 14 0.0 ** **
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Multihandicapped 1 0o *x b
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Section 504 324 0.8 46.3 52.8
Limited English Proficient 275 0.7 26.5 494
Not Served by Title 1 37,916 96.8 60.8 55.7
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,151 29 33.0 494
Targeted Assistance 47 0.1 31.9 50.5
Migrant 46 0.1 47.8 52.0

Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for
"Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The “All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students

by Course (continued)
' Percent Mean
Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested Percent* Level II1 Score
Physics All Students 10,948 100.0 74.4 570
Not Exceptional 8,086 73.9 69.5 55.8
Academically Gifted 2,718 24.8 88.9 60.6
Students with Disabilities 142 13 74.6 56.9
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 6 0.1 ** **
Hearing Impaired 3 0.0 bl bl
Educable Mentally Handicapped 4 0.0 bl bl
Specific Learning Disabled 96 09 74.0 56.4
Speech-Language Impaired 1 0.0 bl bl
Visually Impaired 2 0.0 b b
Other Health Impaired 25 0.2 ** **
Orthopedically Impaired 2 0.0 bl >
Traumatic Brain Injured 1 0.0 * *
Autistic 2 0.0 ** **
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** >
Multihandicapped 0 0.0 ** bl
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Section 504 57 0.5 772 579
Limited English Proficient 37 03 54.1 52.6
Not Served by Title 1 ' 10,829 98.9 74.6 57.0
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 116 1.1 46.6 51.0
Targeted Assistance 0 0.0 > **
Migrant . 1 0.0 ** **
U.S.History Al Students 73,742 100.0 50.5 56.6
Not Exceptional 61,688 83.7 47.7 56.0
Academically Gifted 7,354 10.0 90.9 649
Students with Disabilities 4,683 6.4 244 50.5
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 292 04 18.8 48.8
Hearing Impaired 79 0.1 29.1 51.6
Educable Mentally Handicapped 458 0.6 39 439
Specific Learning Disabled 3,170 43 25.8 51.0
Speech-Language Impaired 54 0.1 259 514
Visually Impaired 46 0.1 50.0 564
Other Health Impaired : 505 0.7 315 52.6
Orthopedically Impaired : 33 0.0 48.5 55.5
Traumatic Brain Injured 24 0.0 ** **
Autistic 20 0.0 ** **
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** **
Multihandicapped 2 0.0 ** **
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 ** **
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ** *
Section 504 539 0.7 39.1 54.5
Limited English Proficient 460 0.6 19.1 50.0
Not Served by Title 1 72,360 98.1 510 56.7
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,253 1.7 242 50.6
Targeted Assistance 28 0.0 *x **
Migrant 36 0.0 13.9 513

Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for
"Section 504" through "Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category.
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty stdents.
"Not Exceptional,” " Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Q Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations

by Course _
Percent Mean
: Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested Percent Level 11X Score
Algebral All Students 93,000 100.0 76.0 61.1
" Braille Edition 3 0.0 * *
Large Print 31 0.0 80.6 61.0
Assistive Technology ' 9 0.0 * *
Braille Writer 3 0.0 * *
Cranmer Abacus 2 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 27 0.0 * *
Interpreter Signs Test** 16 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 7 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book 720 0.8 549 56.5
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 1,548 1.7 432 535
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 7 0.0 * *
Hospital/Home Testing 46 0.0 478 559
Multiple Test Sessions 347 04 43.8 539
Scheduled Extended Time 3,868 42 525 55.6
Testing in a Separate Room 2,691 29 435 53.7
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 136 0.1 69.9 59.7
One Test Item per Page 4 0.0 * *
Algebra Il All Students 54,902 100.0 73.0 63.8
Braille Edition 6 0.0 * *
Large Print 16 0.0 * *
Assistive Technology 4 0.0 * *
Braille Writer 2 0.0 * *
Cranmer Abacus 3 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 8 0.0 * *
Interpreter Signs Test** 4 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 3 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book 70 0.1 61.4 63.1
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 75 0.1 413 57.0
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 0 0.0 * *
Hospital/Home Testing 19 0.0 * *
Multiple Test Sessions 32 0.1 469 58.0
Scheduled Extended Time 658 12 67.2 624
Testing in a Separate Room 313 0.6 543 59.3
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 37 0.1 83.8 66.0
One Test Item per Page 1 0.0 * *

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Admiristrator Reads Test Aloud" accornmodations are prohibited from use during the
administration of state tests that measure reading skills.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations

by Course (continued)
Percent Mean
Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested Percent Level ITI Score
Biology . -All Students 82,026 100.0 61.0 56.8
Braille Edition 0 0.0 * *
Large Print 16 0.0 * *
Assistive Technology 8 0.0 * *
Braille Writer 0 ng * *
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 20 0.0 * *
Interpreter Signs Test** 11 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 5 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book : 651 0.8 29.5 50.2
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 2,012 25 174 482
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 8 0.0 * *
Hospital/Home Testing 43 0.1 46.5 534
Multiple Test Sessions 288 04 28.1 49.6
Scheduled Extended Time 3,142 38 252 49.5
Testing in a Separate Room A 2,552 3.1 - 234 49.1
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 102 0.1 284 50.3
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 * *
Chemistry All Students : 43,702 100.0 65.5 589
Braille Edition 3 0.0 * *
Large Print 10 0.0 * *
Assistive Technology 1 0.0 * *
Braille Writer 1 0.0 * *
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 5 0.0 * *
Interpreter Signs Test** 4 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 2 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book 57 0.1 66.7 599
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 62 0.1 40.3 54.6
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 2 0.0 * *
Hospitat/Home Testing 9 0.0 * *
Muitiple Test Sessions 12 0.0 * *
Scheduled Extended Time 336 0.8 542 56.6
Testing in a Separate Room 188 04 50.5 56.5
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 24 0.1 * *
One Test Item per Page 3 0.0 * *

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
*¥The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the
administration of state tests that measure reading skills.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations

by Course (continued)
Percent Mean
Number At or Above Scale
Course Category Tested Percent Level IIX Score
Economic, Legal, ~ All Students 90,209 100.0 70.0 55.7
& Political Systems Braille Edition 3 0.0 * *
Large Print 23 0.0 * *
Assistive Technology 7 0.0 * *
Braille Writer 1 0.0 * *
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 26 0.0 * *
Interpreter Signs Test** 20 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 4 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book -836 0.9 374 489
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 2,331 26 254 46.5
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor _ 2 0.0 * *
Hospital/Home Testing 57 0.1 474 51.1
Multiple Test Sessions 328 04 35.7 48.3
Scheduled Extended Time 3,667 4.1 330 475
Testing in a Separate Room ) 3,107 34 296 469
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 224 0.2 28.1 46.2
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 * *
English I All Students 94,707 100.0 68.3 554
Braille Edition 48 0.1 333 49.1
Large Print 73 0.1 41.1 504
Assistive Technology 52 0.1 385 496
Braille Writer 50 0.1 320 48.8
Cranmer Abacus 49 0.1 327 48.8
Dictation to Scribe 70 0.1 357 49.5
Interpreter Signs Test** 61 0.1 32.8 48.3
Magnification Devices 52 0.1 30.8 48.1
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 0 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book 1,054 1.1 25.6 46.7
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 49 0.1 327 489
Hospital/Home Testing 94 0.1 35.1 49.0
Multiple Test Sessions 528 0.6 19.3 45.6
Scheduled Extended Time 4,717 5.0 223 46.1
Testing in a Separate Room 3,689 39 18.7 454
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 310 0.3 252 46.6
One Test Item per Page 55 0.1 273 47.7

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
** The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the
administration of state tests that measure reading skills.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations
by Course (contipued)

Percent Mean
Number Ator Above Scale
Course . Category Tested Percent Level IIT Score
Geometry All Students 65,480 100.0 63.9 59.8
Braille Edition 5 0.0 * *
Large Print 19 0.0 * *
Assistive Technology 6 0.0 * *
Braille Writer 4 0.0 * *
Cranmer Abacus 2 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 17 0.0 * *
Interpreter Signs Test** 11 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 4 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book 160 02 46.3 56.6
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 221 03 317 533
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 1 0.0 * *
Hospital/Home Testing 23 0.0 * *
Multiple Test Sessions 77 0.1 50.6 56.6
Scheduled Extended Time , 954 15 499 56.8
Testing in a Separate Room 593 0.9 40.3 54.5
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 46 0.1 478 . 59.2
One Test Item per Page 1 0.0 - *
Physical Science  All Students 39,182 100.0 59.9 55.5
Braille Edition 3 0.0 * *
Large Print _ 13 0.0 * *
Assistive Technology 2 0.0 * *
Braille Writer _ 0 0.0 * *
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 15 0.0 * *.
Interpreter Signs Test** 9 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 2 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book 342 0.9 33.6 50.6
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 1,141 29 225 479
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 0 0.0 * *
Hospital/Home Testing 22 0.1 * *
Multiple Test Sessions 204 0.5 265 48.1
Scheduled Extended Time 1,771 45 30.2 492
Testing in a Separate Room 1,483 38 27.2 48.6
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 80 0.2 26.3 49.5
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 * *

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the
administration of state tests that measure reading skills.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section..
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results
Performance of Students Using Accommodations

by Course (continued)
Percent Mean-
Number Ator Above Scale
Course Category Tested Percent Level III Score
Physics All Students 10,948 100.0 744 570
Braille Edition 0 0.0 * *
Large Print 1 0.0 * *
© Assistive Technology 0 0.0 * *
Braille Writer 0 0.0 * *
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * *
Dictation to Scribe 1 0.0 * *
Interpreter Signs Test** 0 0.0 * *
Magnification Devices 1 0.0 * *
Student Marks in Test Book 15 0.1 * *
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 11 0.1 * *
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 1 0.0 * *
Hospital/Home Testing 2 0.0 * *
Multiple Test Sessions 4 0.0 * *
Scheduled Extended Time 67 0.6 88.1 589
Testing in a Separate Room 35 03 85.7 58.0
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 5 0.0 * *
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 * *
U. S. History All Students 73,742 100.0 50.5 56.6
Braille Edition 40 0.1 25.0 52.0
Large Print 73 0.1 30.1 529
Assistive Technology 43 0.1 233 514
Braille Writer 39 0.1 256 51.7
Cranmer Abacus 38 0.1 237 514
Dictation to Scribe 69 0.1 362 54.1
Interpreter Signs Test** 50 0.1 22.0 514
Magnification Devices 40 0.1 225 51.6
Student Marks in Test Book 530 0.7 24.0 50.6
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 1,613 22 14.6 482
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 47 0.1 319 529
Hospital/Home Testing 86 0.1 244 51.8
Multiple Test Sessions 248 0.3 16.1 49.1
Scheduled Extended Time 2,510 34 20.8 499
Testing in a Separate Room 2,167 2.9 17.3 489
English/Native Language Dncuonary/Electromc Translator 157 0.2 17.8 499
One Test Item per Page 40 0.1 22.5 51.6

Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
**The "Interpreter Signs Test” and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the
administration of state tests that measure reading skills.
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities.
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%.
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table.
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.
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